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ſome © Correttzons, written 


King CHA RLES L ee. 


HIS of late is become a nels and 
hath exerciſed ſeveral Pens : .and the Pro» 
vince, I have undertaken, is to digeſt the 
whole into as plain and familiar a Method as 
I am able, to repreſent. the Exceptions fair- 
ly, and to anſwer them, to add to, illuſtrate 
and confirm what I conceive needs it, to 
fm wp. the Evidence on both fides, and to.compare them, and 
ſuch. Remarks as plainly ariſe from. the Reſpedtive 
CAE z.and. by that time I have dont this, it will, I pre- 
ſume, be very eafie for the Reader to determine the Contro- 
verſie, and. to aflign the true. Author of this Book, and repu- 
diate the falſe one, atid Toes 
In order to this, I ſhall in the ſt place conſider a Memoran- 
dum, (aid to be written by my Lord of Angleſey, in a vacant 
Page of. one of theſe Printed Books, which 18 in theſe words, 


MEMORANDUM. 


Charles che. Second, and the Duke of York did both (in 

po, Seſſion of Parliament” 1675, when -1 |; d them im 
_ Lords Houſe, the written of thas wherein art 
pt Hand) «furs a reg  — 

878 48 01 me; 4 8138s Was one fe 

s compiling, bus made by Dofior Gauden, Biſhop of Ene- 

ter, which I roy pn. re T 6g undecojuing others in-ohis 
Pius, ht 4.47 my Hand : Angleſey. 


_— 2. 


4 _ 4 Vinditation" of 

To this it hath already been anſwered, That both the ſaid 
Kings-have- atteſted. the contrary. by, their Letters Patents to 
Me.-Royſton ,--granting him- the ſole Privilege to. Print,s 
Works of King Charles the Firſt. Thoſe of King Charles 
Second bear Date, Nov. 29. 1660, and- exprefly mention the Fi- 
delity of Mr. R»y/ſton to King Charles the Firſt, and to hinafelf, 
and in theſeremarkable Words ; In Printing and Publiſhing 


Many Meſſages and Papers of our ſaid Bleſſed Father; efpect- 


cially thoſe "maj excellent” Diſcourſes 'and* Soliloquies, bythe 
Name. of G48 »:Perctuix). Thoſe :of *Kin g James, bgar aye 
Febr. 22. 1685, and expreſly refer to the firſt Edition of the 
King's Works, 1662, in which his Majeſty declares, That a/l 
the Works of his Royal. Father were Collefted and Publiſhed. 
Now a Man would imagine, that there could not be-any poſ- 
ſible Diute, : which was to be prefetr'd; .a Publick, and Antho- 
ritative Atteſtation'6f the Kings themſelves, or-a private-.-Me- 
-mor, by a third perſon. For the immediate Queſtion here is 
not Who was the. Author of this Book? But who was ſoin the 
Opinion and Fudgment of thoſe two Kings 2 "And't would 
faio know, whether the Teſtimony of my Lord of Angleſey is a 
better proof of their Sence and Judgment, than their aye Teſti- 
mony ; or a private, obſcure, unatteſted, potthumons 
fpritivg, a more” valid Evidence,” than the Broad Seals; 
this, . one would think,. abundantly ſufficient to determige. this 
pare of the Controverfie,” that 1s, that 'a Man's Word: 1sto be 
taken for his own. Senſe and Opinion before that of 'his Netgh- 
bours, 'and. that 'high "and authoritative” Evidence &s* always to 
carry. the Caufe in oppoſition ta. that which is' no'Evidence at 


all. 34s | : Hoe 
"However ( as clear as this is ); Dr. WPu}her hath' ſomething to 
ſay to it, tho, -I. think, ſtranger Anſwers were never given tn 
fiich' a Caſe. And, in-the firſt "place he" tells ns,” Pag: 28, Phat 
good Manners rather than want of gavd Reaſons reſirim him 
From fuller anſivering : meaning, t prefume, that theſe Kings 
did not ſpeak truth, ;tho,ke would got.ſay ſo.; and accordingly 
he ſays afterwards, *t was bit conmving at a vulgar -Error, 
which it was not their intereſt. 'r08-nicely: ro"diſcover..' Now this 
Anfiver plainly. pives vip the *Canſe- it\pretends to; maintain ; 
for if *it *was 220t-+ chevy Intereſt tro-difeover 1t,- how. came'they 
botl-ſo frankly"to' tell it to my: Lord1of:' Angleſey 7. and as the 
Memor andiin ſpeaks, they borh\did aſſure him that it was nbne of 
7he-ſaid King's Compiline 3 and«that;-4: think, is alittle more 
thin a ce Diſcovery,” even a very plain;\and peremptory:aſſu- 
rance. --So that iF-"this ' be "ni "Anſwer "to the Eereers Pa- 
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King CHARLES 41, &c. 5 


ents," 'tis\ equally ſo' to. the Memorandum; And the ſame It 
tereſts'I "ſuppoſe, whith-kept/ it - a Secret'from the whole 
Kingdon ;>vould have kept-it g Secres from inyLord of 41a 
gleſey tos, *efpecially confidering that it was-not only: far more 
cafie, but dlfo fir more hononrable, to: have concealed a matter 
of Fact' within their Knowledge; than;torhaver wrongfully 'at- 
teſted it, and contrary to their Knowledge; tmder the Great Seal 
of' England.” 9/1) 16 ark Part? Pr -aorormmennld bow 3 ws 

' But notwithſtanding / that, Dr: Walker in. farther purſuit of 
this ſcandalous Anſwer tells'us; 'that this .is Odiofum Argumens- 
tum, deſigned not for 'real'proof;, but to invgloe- the Anſwerer 
in ſome 'Odium or Danger, and which” Reſpondents way diſ+ | 
miſs unreplyed\ to, not becauſe they cannot, bar becauſe they 
dare not'anſiwer it. 'Why, what was the matter'? what'Dan- 
ger. was'there in''reflecting on thoſe two't Kings ; had © the + 
Dottor ſpoke: out; and*in- expreſs Terms declared: his Mind? | 
Was: ihe/afraid' to be called:to account, and puniſhed for it ? 
A Man”'that' reads this - would: imagine; i that-+the Doctor 
was a. perfect : Stranger inchis own Country, and that he wrote 
his Book: m ſome remote Corner of the World. But wherhe 
daily ſaw'the'vileſt things ſpoke- of thoſe two Kings '( eſpecially 
one 'of them) that ever: were ſaid, not only; of Kings, butt of 
the worſt of Men ; when' a: great part of. thispaſgd into: the 
World not- by ftealth or conntyance, but under the' Authorit 
of a Licenſe, and in fuch ſeemed meritorious; 'in ſuch a ca 
to talk of 'Odium, and Danger, and Fear;-1s. tO ſcorry his 
Readers, :and to ſuppoſe they had all loſt their Senſes. And 
therefore:in plain. terms the Doctor did not know-how fairly to 
anſwer: this, and created. imaginary and invifible - Odiums and 
Dangers,-to get rid\of an Argument he'-could? not tell: what 
to do with. UL | 

However, -in the next” place, the DoCtor anſwers, That Kz1gs 
uſe not ſo'critically to mnſpeft all the minute. Particulars! of 
their" general Royal Grants. Meaning, no” doubt, that.-the 
eindy' Bamuny} was ſuch a minute Particular, as needed great 
Crzticainejs to find it out among the -re(t;, whereas ' all the 
World knows:what a mighty Figure. that Book: leaves among the 
renowned » Works of that - Glorious Martyr.'. . And the Truths, 
this Anſwer: plainly inſinuates;; that thoſe two Kings knew no- 
thing at all of this Books being inſerted among the reſt of their 
Father's Works; atid. accordingly. he tells- us, that am Under- 
Secretary. or 'Clerk;,» mbo drew. the Patents, put in what 
Mr. Royſton reckoned up, 'and defired; and never boggled at 
anſerring it anong | King "Charles's Works, Now this is fuch an 
A 3 Anſwer, 
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Clerks > rp ator gs mama beticns, ie avs they 
knew that their Father was acknowledged and:repu- 
te for ther Anthor of that' Book ;and coriſequently:, that 'a 
Grantto Reprint hisWorks, myſs of inecefſity include that, al- 
tho it -had-not been-particularly "aavratie in the Grant+1t ſelf 
But when-this-excellbmt Book is- not -only.particulagly exprefied, 
but mentioned! -alfs. with particular Characters and. Marks of 
Recommendation;'to-talk _ Critzaals Inſpe&ion, and. of : Un. 
der-Secretaries and Clerks, is to ſuppoſe, that Under Secrevaries 
«nd Clerks make Royal Grants, and not Kings themſelves.” 
However, .the Doctor .adds,: What rnder 
lieves all the 'orber particular Pieces Peeces which make wp the 
whole Volume of be -Kzng's - I to-be-g 
himſelf, but kroms' many Fo mere prepared: s be Secre- 
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King CHARLES. TI. &c. 7 


Doctor pleaſes, if they cane to. be the Acly' of the reſpeRive 


plea | 

Kings; by their Peru/al and Approbation of them, then it is plai 
thy teſti their 'Roya/-Father 'was the Author . of this Dok 

ſo:the Doctor both contradifts and canfutes-himfelf, . --...: 
- 2. Whenthe: Doctor's Hand-was, in, [, wonder he did not tell 
us,.. that-the-Papers of Mr. Henderſon to the King, \and-the Par- 
ticulrs iffifted on. by the Patliaments Comautſioners at the 
Treaty at Uxbridge, were not originally penned by the Kin! 
and: which: are inſerted in: the Volume of-the King's Works. 
And -this' would havebeen a plain Caſe, and malt; needs have 
been granted bim. And what: then? Why then by. the Doctor's 
way of arguiing; - neither the- King's. Papers to- Mr. Henderſon, 
nor his 'Papers about , Epiſcopacy were originally rome 
him ; or that becauſe theſe two Kings did not believe, that 
things inſerted in the King's Works [_as relating to them ] which 
bear the Name of other Authors, were nut of his own penning, 
therefore they believed, that the Writing which bears his own 
Name, was not penned by him neither, althe they mention it 
as written by himſelf. Theſe are pleaſant Conſequences. 
* + 3. Be it granted that Proclamations and ſuch things are ori- 


ginally penged by Secretaries, and become the King's, by adding 


his Royal Authority ; what is this Books 2 ' Proclamations are 
really. the; King's Acts, becauſe they derive. their Validity and 
Authority: from. Him, whoever: pens them.'.. But Books are 
quite of another nature z no Royal Stamp cafi make a Book the 
King's own, which he- did not pen himfelf. © And therefore 
theſe Atteſtations in the Royal Grants concerning the Forks of 
the Royal Martyr, are to beunderſtood according to the nature 
of things; that is/ they atteſt the: reſpective parts of that Vo- 
lame were. his Works, in that ſenſe in which: they were bs 
Works. Proclatnations, &c. were his by adding his Authority, 
and they were the ſame Ads of the King to. all purpoſes of 
Law, whether -penned by- himlelf,'or by; his Secretaries. But 
a Book in no ſenſe can be ſaid to be the King's,” of which. be 
is not the Author, And- therefore thefe two Kings atteſting, 
that. this Book was their: Royal Father's, it plainly means, 1n 
that ſenſe in which a Book 18 ſaid to be fo, and that 15, not by 
adopting it by. conſent and: agjrobation, but by. penning and 
writing it.- And it is a ple#ant Conſequence: indeed, Procla- 
mations are 'the King's by his conſent and authority whoever 
pens them, and therefore Books that bear his Name are fo too. 
Well! No body knows what a ſtrange thing Reaſon 1s, when 
it falls into the Hands of ſome Men. 
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Fo % ON 2 The Doctor ſtill adds, Admit. Mr. Royſton had obtained 4 
- - Patent for the ſole Printing the Works of King: David, ' and 
222 had got it explicatly inſerted, all the Works of K; 1g +David, 


that #z, the whole Book of Pſalms , containing..'1m number 
one hundred and fifty, mould it have followed y Arno that he 
who pranted thi Patent, had publiſhed to all the'World that 
he knew and believed, that David was the real Penman of 
them all, tho ſome of them were certainly written ſome Ages 
after David's Death. No truly, it would not have followed, 
nor does it follow from the Grant of theſe Kings to Reprint 
their Father's Works, that therefore they believed the King was 
the real Penman of Mr. Henderſon's Papers. But { by the 
Doctor's good favour ) this would have followed, that if King 
'So/omon had granted a Patent to Collect or Print (had Printing 
been then in uſe ) his Father's Pſalms, and had expreſly and e- 
ſpecially mentioned three or fqdr. as his Fathers, . it is plain, 
that he muſt be underſtood to believe, that theſe were penned 
by his Father. * | | 
Having thus diſpatched Dr. Walker's Anſwers, I have yet 
ſomething farther to ''oblerve concerning this Memorandum : 
and which ſeems ſufficient to overthrow the Validity;of it:--and | 
that which I ſhall obſerve Fs taken' from the Memorandum it 
ſel Intrinfick'proof taken from things themſelves is generally 
| the moſt clear and 'convincing; 'Frauds and Impoſtures: are fel- 
dom managed with ſuch art and exaCtneſs, but-a diſcerning Eye 
may eafily difcover:them ; and in this Memorandum there are 
ſome obſervable Circumſtances that make it highly liable to 
ſaſpicion, I mean, that it was never-made by my Lord of Au- 
gleſey, but forged by ſome other perſon for the very ends for 
which it hath been: fo often produced ; now if this Memor az;- 
dum be defective 1n ſome Points, that are very material in a 
> thing of this Nature, if it diſcovers a great faultineſs, with re- 
ſpect to the very end for which it was pretended to be. made, 
then 1t is apparently unworthy of the Prudence. aud Foreſight 
of my Lord of Angleſey, and deſerves to be aſcribed'to ſome 
other Author. For the proof of this, I ſhall' take my mea- | 
ſures from the laſt Words of the Memorandum, which plainly 
declare the end for which it wasnot made, nor fign'd by the ſaid 
Lord. The Words are theſe? »BFhich 1 here inſers for the | 
tmdeceiving others in this Point, by atteſting ſo much under 
my Hand. Now here are theſe things obſervable, and which 


in every reſpect makes this Memorandum defective and infuffi- 
cient for the attaining this end, | | 


_—_ 


7. It bears no Date, 


4. It 


King CHARLES I. &c. -9 


2. It-is not atteſted by any Witneſs. © 

3-.It was the moſt unlikely courſe to anſwer the ends of the 
Memorandum \t ſelf; 

4 There 1s no appearance that this was ſaid to any other 
Perion. | | 

x. It bears no Date, and that in a double r-:ſpect. 

1. With reſpect tothe exact time when the K7227 and the Duke 
gave. the Lord of Angleſey this Aſſuranceelt ſays indeed, 2n- the 
laft. Seſſions of Parltament, 1675, But this is expreſſed very 
ambiguouſly, and the. Quettion 1s, whether by /aſt Seſſion the 
Memorandum means the /aſt before the writing the Memoran- 
dum, or with reſpect to it, or the /aſ# Seſſions. of that year. 
If the laſt with reſpect-to the writing of the Memorandum, 
then we are not directed by the Memorandum when that Seſſion 
was; for it ſelf having no Date, we have no poſſible means to 
know the time of that Seſſion.. And it is not only unaccurate 
upon all accounts, but. abundantly faulty in a Teſtimonial of 
this Nature, to direct us to a determinate time, when ſuch 
Words were ſpoken, and yet leave the World utterly in the 
dark; when that time was, #. e. in ſhort, theſe Words were 
ſpoken no body knows wher,. and (as the Caſe ſtands.) it is 
impoſſible they ever ſhould know. 2. e. *Tis plainly a ſuſpicious 
Evidence, as giving Teſtimony to a matter ,of Fact, without 
fixing any determinate time in which it was pevform'd. But 
if the Memorandum had been more punctual in this particular, 
and. had given a haridle to have. known what particular 
Seflions was meant ; or if by the /aft Seſſion is to-be under- 
ſtood the laſt of that year. This is allo liable to conſiderable 
Incanyenience, as being a ſpace of time too large and 
looſe, to found a competent Evidence upon, a Seſſion of 
Parl;zament may continue five, ſix, or ſeven Months. And fo 
we have a matter of Fact faſtened to the compaſs of an hun- 
dred, twa hnindred, or more days. A pleaſant Evidence in- 
deed, and much to be.relyed on; every. Man knows what 
great Weight there is in the Circumſtance of time with reſpect 
to the Credibility of any Teltimony. And if the. compals be 
laid large and wide, it is an. argument of great ſuſpicion, eſpe- 
cally it the Matter ſaid to be done, was at no. great diſtance 
from the time of giving this Evidence: if a Man within a 
year or, ſooner, ſhould evidence in Court, that ſuch a Fac 
was done in Parliament, during ſuch a Seffion, and at the ſame 
time could not tell whether it was at the beginning, about the 
middle, or towards the latter end of that Sefton, and withal 
being himſelf a. Member of Parliament, and actually fitting, ; 

- | wou! 


/ 


XO ' 4 Vindication of 


-- 
Wo + 4446 


the middle, or the end of that'Seffion ? If this had been'a 54 
Prejudice againſt ſuch Evidence given by my Lord of Anple/zy 
himſelf, it is certainly much more'ſo againſt a Paper pretend- 
ed to be written and figned by bkm, which 1s guilty of the ſame 
deeds. AndT think no reaſon'can be given that a Paper Mc 
morandum, with 'the Name of my Lord of Angleſey to it, ts 
a more valid and authentic Evidence, than my Lord of A4n- 
gleſey himſelf would have been. Oh PS 
''1- As this Memorandum gives us no determinate time'wher 
theſe Words were ſpoken, fo likewiſe has it no dite when the 
Memorandum it felf was written. ' And this 1s a fine Evidence 
indeed to determine Controverfies, and undeceive others with ; 
for. the matter pretended to be proved has a very looſe date, 
and for it ſelf hath no date at all, and both begins and endslike 
a fabulous ſtory with once upon. 4 time. The truth is, this Me- 
7orandum is pent'd as if there was fear of having it diſprov'd ; 
had the day been named when the Kmg and the Duke of 7brk 
had ſaid this, perhaps by ſome unlacky Circumſtance or other it 
might have appeared, that one or both of them together ( which 
was very rare ) were not at the houſe that day. Had the Memo- 
randum been punctually dated, ſomething might have happened 
to have prov'd that my Lord of Angleſey was at that time tra- 
yelling, 'or in the Country from his Study, or otherwiſe unlikely 
tohave made ſuch a Memorandum at that time. And therefore 
it was far better to let dates alone as dangerous things, and apt 
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- King CHARLES:1. &c xt 


; 2 That this Memorandion is tnattefted by any Witnels, and 
( ax the Caſe ſtands.) -it-is impoſſible 1t-hovuld be, except there 
were-one ori more Perſons wha ſaw mp Logos Haprwrtly 
er fign it»; Now I nced-/not:;urge the. nieceffity of #42ng/s” to. 
prove the: figning of a Memorandum that pretends'to corret 
the.-Warld, and to undeceire athers, and that, upon the ſingle 
regit. and: Authority of that Memarandam; every man knows 
aan an 7 rae wee nes _ that a Man's Hard 
when: he is:dead, -except 4t:be-well prov'd, fignifies nothing at 
all, norican have ady effect :: And.the World onſt be very wil- 
ling be:undeceived irideed, if they will alter their-Judgments 
andOpinions;upon that' which neither'is, noc-everwas admitted 
to he any' Evidence, nor. ſufficient to-determnine' the leaſt matter 
of Controverfie. Andtherefore nyon the whole, ibmy Lord of 
Angleſey hadi made this /Menworandum for his own private uſe, 
it might have done well enough, becauſethe defects efects of it might 
have fapply'd by his own Memory ; but when it was de- 
fign'd for «the uſe of Poſterity, to undeceive'tothers whery he 
was dead,. to leave it fo defective in all the necetiary parts of 
Proof is irrational and unaccountable, and: conſequently is not 
to be afcrib'd to a perſan of his Lordſhips Character'and Judg- 
ment, and great knowledge in the Laws: For my Lord (had 
he wrote this ) could nat-but know that this matter would 'be 
difpated, andthe Memorendxms plainly implies it; and that no- 
thing leſs':tharr plain and unexceptionable Proof would convince 
the World ; and at the fame time to leave behind him a ſaſpi- 
cious and inevident” Memorandum, winch may create ſome Di- 
fputes but can end none, is unworthy of his:Lardfhip, and onght 
not without manifeſt Proof tobe father'd upon him. nor in- 
deed::catt be without foe reflection upon his Lordſhips Me- 
mory+:'': © - And therefore: "& ' 
3. This was:the moſt improbable, and unlikely courſe that 
conld':/be taken to. anfwer thofe ends mentioned in the Meme. 
randum, (viz) to undeceive others: For :(- befides what: hath 
been ſaid before) what a pure Method is this to-corret publick 
Miſtakes, and to undeceive the World, tolodge a: Memordiie 
dum 1n a vacant page of a Book, never tobe feen-till after his 
death; and then alſo liable to.a thouſand: Contingencies, to be 
torn, to. fall into private hands,” to'he neglected andinever fee 
the light : For I fuppoſe- his Lordflup. could: never divine that 
his Study of Books would be:fold by Auction; and that Mr. Ms/- 
lington would make the- Sale. So that for-any thing his Lord- 


. ſhipeeither did or could know the World might never have been 


andeceiv'd; and it is 'an” extrordinary- caution indeed! to-take 
| ; pains 
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pains to deceive others, and at the fame" time leave thein irf a 
hopeful way never to be the better for'it'; had there been'tio 0- 
ther way, ſuch a/one as this muſt have:ſhifted as well as i could, 
but when Men have Tongues m:their/Mouths, and may'clear up 
miſtakes by living-and undoubted*Feſtimony, to commit it to 
a' bit 'of Paper, and: that alſo laid up in darkneſs and 'obſcirity, 
ſeems far from'that:Zeal to Truth which this Memorandurt pre- 
tends to, andifor whichend it'-pretends to have been: written : 
had my Lordof Anglefey (think*we) no Friends, Acquaintance or 
Children to'have communicated this to? And where, -E-wonder, 
is the Man who ever heard my Lord fay this,.or any thing like'it ? 
There can,  asL know of; but one thing' be ſaid to/this;'and/that 
1s, that there might be ſome dangeri4n'ſo:'doing ; andithat this, 
tho it was not the ſecureſt, yet it was'the ſafelt way. But this 
is obviated. by the Memorandum it ſelf, which plaitly'intimates 
that the two' Kings made no Secret of it themſelves; nor injoyn'd 
him any Secrefie, but frankly and freely affur'd him, which-(as 
it 1s worded in the: Memorandum ) ſeems to expreſs a deligr to 
have it ſpread and propagated ; and-therefore it the Memoran- 
dum be true, there could be no Reſervedneſs and Caution upon 
account, or fear of any. Diſpleaſure from the King:or his 
Royal Brother. Now indeed it muſt be owned, that to recti- 
fie Miſtakes and to fet the World right, is a generous and cha- 
ritable Undertaking; but at the ſame" time-to tieglect  the- di- 
reCt and uncxceptionable means todo this without reafon and 
neceflity, and to perform it in the dark, and:expoſe it to-mani- 
felt hazard and uncertainty, and after all ro leave it without 
Dare or Witneſs, ſo as in no degree to amount ito: a compe- 
tent Evidence, in- plain-terms is to deceive others inftead.of un- 
deceiving them ; and in truth: the Memorandum 18a Contradi- 
Ction to itſelf, the End of it is expreſsd to be to undecerve 
others, and yet the Memorandum it ſelf is the: moſt unlikely 
courſe that could be taken to accompliſh that End:; and eſpe- 
clally when there were ſeveral others far better at hand,” Upon 
all which Accounts I do conclude, that 'this Memorandum was 
not made by my Lord of Angleſey, but by ſome ether hand, to 
deccive and impoſe upon the "World: And: certain I am-that 
whoſoever infilts upon this Memorandum is bound te: do theſe 
two things: x. Fo provethat this was my Lord of Angleſey's 
Hand-writing. . 2. To give a ſatisfactory Reafon'why my 
Lord of Angleſey forbore to declare'this by Word of. mouth ; 
which the Memorandum intimates was fo openly, and freely, 
and without any Reſerve declared to him, and when -1t was by 
2- thouſand degrees moxe fit to anſwer the ends expreſs'd in the 
| GE ED Memorandum. 
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Memorandum. And this hath not yet been attempted, and I 
preſume can-never fairly be: done. ' : And to this I add. 

4. Thatthere is no Appearance nor ſo much as Preſumption, 
that the two Royal Brothers ever ſald this to any other Perſon. 
This I confeſs is a Negative, but I fhall leave it with all the 
World, whether if this was their conftant and ſtanding judgment 
it 1s x oo means probable, that 'they would"not one time or 
other have: declared the ſame to ſome other Perſons, when t 
had done it with ſuch openneſs and unreſervedneſs to'my Lord . 
of Angleſey, and conſequently. that we ſhould have- heard ef 
it from ſome other quarter, and in ſome better manner, than by 
ſuch a blind Memorandum. | 
* T have now done with this Memorandum, and do conceive, 
That I have vindicated the Memory of King Charles I. and his 
Right to this 'Book from any 'Exceptions that can be taken 
from thence :-I ſhall therefore proceed to ſome further evidence 
to convince the unbyaſfd and unprejudiced, that that ' glorious 
Marty actually was, and that no. other could be, the Author 
of it. Now whereas Evidence is of two Kinds ; external, which 
relates to- outward Teſtimony, and zmnternal, which is drawn 
from the thing it ſelf; both theſe are plain in the Caſe, and will 
ſufficiently clear up the point before us. | n 

1. External Evidence, 5. e. the Teſtimony of other credible 
Witneſſes to the truth of it : But that I may deal fairly, I ſhall 
ſum-up the evidence on both fides, and then leave it to the Rea- 
ders Judgment ; only I muſt premiſe, that King Charles I. 
being in' poſſefſion, and for ſo. many years reputed and acknow- 


' Iedged for the Author of this Book, whatſoever: is offered to 


defeat his title to it ought to be very plain, clear, and fatisfa- 
Ctory, and to overballance the contrary Evidence in point of 
Credibility and Sufficiency : For an Equality of Evidence can 
never. do it, becauſe Poſſeflion preponderates, and will weigh 
down on that fide, where all other circumſtances are equal. But 
if the: Evidence on that fide be more in number, and as credible, 
if further there he no juſt exceptions to the Evidence on that fide, 
as having no petſonal Byaſs, Partiality or Intereſt to ſway them ; 
and there be juft exceptions to that of the other,. there then can 
be no. Diſpute which will carry the Cauſe. And'this I take to be 
the Caſe here, and which'I conceive will plainly. appear upon 
comparing the Evidence:, with. reſpect tothe Claim of King 

Cbarles and Biſhop Gauden' to this Book. - And to conſider, 
I.. The: Evidence that is produc'd for Biſhop Gauder's being 
the Author-of it, and that in truth 1s included in'a very narrow 
compaſs, and it is all finally 'reſolyed into one fingle 1 G__ 
a1 
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and that Evidence: 18 Biſhop :Gamdert liitmmfelf: And. this. will | ;; 
appear upon a fair examining the-oeſpettive Evidence that hath 
yet appeared ©bn: this fide” of the. Queſtion: : + -And they.are | ,, 
theſe £$#0g3/139 v{15 5 5: 1.99393 3R0107% i670 1-081: £5). 

- Forfts The Atteſtation.of Dr.iWalkgr.. And: Setoud/y, the - 


Evidence; of ſame Papers now.-in the'hands of Mr. Noreh.:- . 
; .Fixſt The Atteſtation of Dr. Fa{key. and what he fays-is this 
I \ſamerame- before rhe whole was | 


Ag Gods ws ys OREN defien,, and ſbewed him, che 
ac 03m with.ins:gefen,. and [bewed bun, t 
. Heads of þ rho Chafters, ani ſame of the Diſcourſes writeen f 
them; and after ſome ive Ros 08 the peruſal, be ached } ! 
he 
E 
7 
( 


his Opinion concerning it ; 4 Dr. Walker.) told 1m 
be fuppeſsd 'it would be for the Kings Reputation, bur be ex- 
preſly added,.\he ftuck art the Lawfaineſs of it, and askhtd him 
hew- be ſatisfied himſeif ſo to impoſe upon the world. : Ta mbich 
he replyed ; Laok-on the Title; 'ti1:the Pourtraifure, 8&6. and 
no man draws hes own Pifture, bc: That he explained to: him a p 
Paſſage. in; the! ſecond Chapter, und. that he "meant; it 'of ] 
; 

| 


Maxtor oa eorngS[y oc vine wot! $31 
1: 2+ That berg both 4n London, #n an Afternoon Dr. Gauden 
4 bed kim, to math with bim: to 4: friend, and inthe; going 
told him he was going to the ans of Salisbury .Dr. Diappa, / 

(-rbom-be had acquamted 'ivith his deſign.) to ferch what. he 
had'tleft with his Lordſhip to (be ye 49x or to (hem. him what 
he bad farther written. ' That Dr. Gauden deſired hmn; after 
4\ general” Converſation to withdraw; which he did, and that 
«por return he: rold- him, that my Lord of Salizbury told: biont ; 
abere were imo” Subjefts more! he 'wiſh'd he had thought: on, 
and propounded them, the Ordinance againſt the Common Þray- 
er, \and the denying his Majeſty the attendance of his Chap- 
lains, and defired bum to torgee c100 Chapters upon them, whech 
rhe Biſhop recalled, and defired him to! finsſh what : remains 
and leave: thoſe Two to him ;- and that Dr. Ganden did: not 
pretend to have written thuſe;as he tid to have done all the reſt. 
3. Upon: Dr. walkers asking' Dr. Gauden (: after the King 
as murdered } 'whether the King bad ever ſeen:the Book, 
Dr. Gauden anfivered, 1 knuw! it certainly no more that you, 
bur 1 ſed "my beft” Endeavours: that hs might, for T delivered 
_ & Copy of tt. rdthe Marqueſs of Hattford mben he ment to the 
greaty at the Tie of Wight ,: and intreated bis Lordſhip if be 
could obtain any private Opportiozty, he wonld deliver t to his 
Majeſty, and bumbiy defire 2a know: his Majeſty's Pleaſure con- 
ring it, But the violence which threatened the King haſt- 
_ ning ſofeft, he vennired to print it, and never knew what was 


the 
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che aſſue of / ſending it; for hen the thing was done, he judged 
£ ther 

; m_ Walker agen Fw Sams | 14 For 
ive. wy 3 were in private but ſomtmbat mas- diſceurſed of 
this Rooks. even to the laſt rome I ſaw him, after he was Lord 

Hm Waco ) | wheeher, Kyng Charles I. net 
No Yn bib hw ie por ps ed _ nf 

7 ; e e 

rinb/op to me ;-but I't roy 2 bor be. dath, for lem 
ſure the Duke of Yotk doth, for be Libor ſpoken of It ta-mee, 


and -qured it as 4 ſeaſonab zaſonable above <9" 67 egos 


knowing 3t, 1 queſtzon not but 
5. Mrs. Gude he DiBtds.aVife, be Kg oſs et and Dr Walker 
belirved as much as they could believe any thing, and wete as 
ch efſured of 5t as (089 Paſſible they cotuld be of any matter 
faR. + 
% Dr. ; F=DY delinertd to bim wich bi _ = 
Was 1a er Part was: printea, or at leaſt in 
Ar. Roytfgarts - Ly agony and after be bad ſhew'd 
# him and ſealed ut up, £ave him cautson to. deliver it, which 
he d:d on wn 23. 48. inthe Evening, accor os» 
ing & diretion, to one Peacock, ( Brother ' to Dr. Gauden's 
Steward) who. was imſiruttd by what hands to. deliver it to 
Mr. Roylton, «nd in the ſame manner after the Impreſſion was 
fiſh'd = received pry ja s by the hand of Peacock as an 
acknowledgment, and one of Mhow he bath ſtill by him. 
This is the Sum of - Dr. FFalker's Evidence in this matter, 


s out of which I ſhall. at prefent only obſerve, 


I. ' That all that is material-in this Evidence is reſolved into 
the Teſtimony of Dr. Gauden himſelf, viz. That Dr. Gauden 
acquainted ham with his deſign, that Dr. Gaudes told him the 

of the Bihop of Salisbury, that: Dr. Gauden told 
tim be did not certaznly know whether King Charles I. or 
King Charles IT. knew: that he wrote it, Sc. The Validity 
of. which I ſhalt.conſider-when I come to the next Evidence 
that appears inthis matter. 
- 2. That what ſeems to: be otherwiſe is of no Validity. at all, 
- have any force with a rational and wife man. ' And that 

All 

x. It only ſeems to befomething more, butia truth it is not, 
it is expreſs'd indeed as if Dr, #alker had-given us ocular Teſti- 
mony, that he had ſeen the Heads and ſome of the Diſcourſes ; 
but this 18s yery defective in a neceffary aid material point, and 
does. not-come up to any ſtrict Eviderice; For altho he pr 

taat 
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that Dr. Gauden ſhewed him the Heads of divers Chapters.and 


fome of the. Diſcourſes \wrieten of them, *and ſome tems bei 
Ipone in the peruſal; yet that whith: ſhould: make this a Prod? 


at-they- were writter® by Dr. Gauden;" is altogether'wanting, 


and.that is, that they: were written-with:Dr. Gauden's own hand. 
Fhis., . which. is the only- material thing; there' is not the. leaſt 
word. of, and which a matter of.this'nature ought”not, \nor 
reaſonably could be.omitted. ' And TJ: think. it is plain, either 
that Dr. Falker could fay nothing:to:this, or that he knew 'they 


were not written with: Dr. Gauden's own hand; if the latter the 


Evidence is corrupt;-if. the former inſignificant; and: if there be 
any force in this part of the Evidence,. 1t is not becauſe Dr. JPal-. 
fer ſaw and: peruſed-the Heads and: Diſcourſes ; for that he 
might - do whether Dr. Gauden wrote them or not, but-from 


theſe. former. Words, that. Dr. Gauden acquainted him with: 


his Deſign. And I take it to be wet obſervable, -that of that 
Evidence which hath: yet: appeared, | there is not- the leaft ſaid 


that comes up to. this; point, that the! original Manuſcript was” 
written by Dr. Gauden's own-hand ; which to me is a-plain Evi-- 
dence-that it wasnever writren'by. him'; .for if ſuch-a thing had: 


been, Dr. Walker living. ( as he fays)'in Dr. Gauden's Houſe, and 
being-made ſo privy to it, and (as he ſays) peruſing the Heads 
and ſame of the Diſcourſes, and Mrs. Gauden ( the'Evidence of- 
whoſe. Papers T ſhall-confider prefently) muſt needs-have known 
it.;.and L ſhall leave it-to any. conſidering man what value is 'to 
be put onſuch Evidence in ſuch-Circumftances, which pretends- 
to-proye. that. ane Perſon 1s the Author of a Book in oppoſition to 
another more generally reputed: Author, and - at the ſame'time 
never ofters to prove, that that Book was written by- himſelf, or 
by. bis. immediate dictating, and.direction. "This ſure-is the di- 
re&t Proof, and'1£it could be.had, ought-to have been-produced, 
and the World mult be very cafie and credulous, if they will take 
the. main. point upon truſt, and be- put- off with general 'Stories 
inftead'of that in-which the Proof does' confift. - i Is it poffiblefor 
any. man to.believe that Mrs. Gauder did: not know her Hul(- 
bands Hand, or that Dr. Walker did not know'it ? 'Or fufther, 
that:Dr: Walker; 'being fo early :acquairited with the Secret, 
ſhould not: know: of [the Progreſs :made- in that Work from 
time to time, or be able (upon Peruſal) to diſcover ſome In- 
terliciings or ' Alterations: made! by* De; Gauden's own Hand ; 
Ja ſhort, did any aan ever fee. Dr; Gauder write it, or proceed 
-with-it., or add to and;amend it ? ! Theſe and more we have; as 
Exidence. for.: Kjng [Charles's. being the : Author ; and-it' is-a 
pleafant-bufinels indeed that this plain/and direct Evidence = 
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be confi onted by ColleRtions and Inferences; and bold Afſſere. 
rations, without any manner of Proof to the direct matter in 
Controverſe:. - But this I ſhall further conſider, when I come 
to compare the Evidence on both fides -In the mean time : 
2. This Evidence Dr. Walker hath.contradicted himſelf in a- 
nother Teſtimony . of his in the hands of Dr.-Goodal, and  gi- 
ven March 23. 1690, Where among others are theſe Words, 
Dy. Walker and Mr. Gifford were both privy to theſe Af- 
fairs, living together in the Biſhops Houſe, though the Doftox 
is uncertain whether he ever read this Book in Manuſcript , 
or only ſaw it with its Title of the Chapters, 'which plainly 


_ Croſles and thwarts his Evidence in his printed Book, in which: 


he expreſly attefts, that Dr. Gauden ſhew'd him the Heads 
of divers Chapters, and that is not all ; but it follows, and. 
ſome of the Diſcourſes written of them : and if it had ended 
here, the Evidence might have agreed well enough ; but it Kill. 
follows, and afttr ſome time ſpent in the Peruſal : ſo: that it 
ſeems Dr. #a/ker had read ſome of the Diſcourſes at leaſt, and 
that not tranſiently, but after ſome time ſpent in the Peruſal. 
And in further Confirmation of this the Doctor adds z3 And TI per- 
feftly remember, that in the ſecond Chapter, .which is of the 
Death of the Earl of Strafford , there being theſe Words , 
which now in' the Printed Bok of the firſ Edition are 
Þ- 8. 1.18, 19, 20. - He only hath been leaft vext by them, whe 
counſelled me not to conſent againſt the Vote ofmy own Con- 
ſcience. - 'And which [ he ſays ) Dr. Gauden told himg he meant 
:t of Biſhop Jaxton, ſo that here we have Dr. walker not only 
perfettly remembring the ſubject matter of that Chapter, but 
alſo an intire Sentence, and a particular Explication relating: to 
it. And this ſure is not very conſiftent with his being zncer» 
tain, whether he ever read this Book tn Manuſcript, or only 
ſaw it with its Title of the Chapters. I need not reflect up- 
on this, every man knows that when an Evidence interferes with 
himſelf, and contradicts his own Teſttmony, it renders the whole 
ſuſpicious, and is a prejudice to all he delivers: in that Cauſe ,; 
and all I ſhall remark is; that Dr Walker's Memory hath fail'd 


_ him. in that very Caſe, wherein a good Memory. 1s eſpecially 


needful. And to ſhew the Reader what weight there w tp be 
laid upon: Dr. Falker's Memory. or Confidence, He tells us; 
P. 8. I am-as ſure as 1 can-be of any thing; that. Dr.:Gauden 
made the extra out of this Book called Apothegmata Carolina, 
And yet he is perfectly and: notoriouſly miſtaken-5: for as 
Mr. Long ſays{ p. $:) not he but:Dr. Hooker was the'Collector' 
and Publifher,. ho is now. or lately was: living in White Lyon 
Court againſt Virginia ſtreet in Wapping. B The 
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The next Evidence in the behalf: of Biſhop Gauden; is taken 
out of ſome Papers, ſaid to be in the Hands of ' Mr. Arthur 
North, Merchant, -living' on Tower-Hilk; which Papers are aid 
tobe ſent by : Mrs. Gauden, - the Biſhop's Wife; to her Son 
Mr. Fohn'Gauden,”after his death they came into the Hands of 
Mr. Charles Gaudeny. and after-his:death to Mr. Nortb. 7 A Sum- 
mary of which is Printed in/:Pag. 3 5- & ſeq. of a Pamphlet 
intituled, Trurch 'brought to Leght,.&c. and according to that 
- Print, I ſhall briefly ſet down what ſeems the-moſt:to' concern 

Amongſt theſe Papers, there is faid -to be a Letter from 
the Biſhop to the Lord Chancellor Hyde, dated December 23. 

3661, and a Copy of a Petition tothe 'King, written by. the 
Biſhop's own Hand. . In'which he:declares what Hazards, &c. 
and what he had done for comforting. and mcouiraging the 
King's Friends, &c. . And that what was done like a King, 
ſhould have a King-like Retribittion , &c. Another \Letter 
there is to the Duke of York, dated Jan. 17, 1651, \urging hu 
great Services, '&c. As alſo a (Letter from the Lord Chan- 
cellor Hyde to the Biſhop, (of the. Chancellor's Hand-writing ) 
© dated\ March 13. 1661, imparting :#he» Recert of ſeveral. Let- 
ters from bim, that be was uneaſie-under the Biſhop's impor- 
eunity. And towards the Cloſe” hath thu Expreſſion, The Par- 
ricular you'mentton has indeed/been imparted to.me as'a Secret, 
I am ſorry T ever knew it ; and; when it ceaſes: tobe a Secret, 
it will pleaſe none: but MriMilton. ' Now by all" theſe Ex- 
prefſions, the Services the Biſhop urges, the domp like a King, 
and the ' Secret: 'that will pleaſe none but Mr. Milton, 'at' t 
end, of my Lord Chancellor's :Letter , it is- expected that 
we "ſhould underſtand” the” Writing, and: being-the Author of 
this Book. © But what neceſlity is there for. that. 7. Were there no 
Services that Dr. Gauden had done-befides ? or-at leaft; that he 
might - plead, whether he had 'done' them or not?: was-it not 
poſſible for Dr.'Gauden to. have, / or:. pretended to 'have done 
like a' King; 8,6; freely and magnificently; ( as [that Scripture- 
com + means" in the Caſe of: :Araunah : but: this' ſingle 
Inſtance ? .. And:was there no- other Secre#-in:thesWorldi but 
this ,” that" the divulging - of -it 'would - gratifie: Mr. Milton ? 
Theſe therefore-are--myitical Expreſſions, -aridi prove 'nothing, 
and the utmoſt-that can'be-built 'upowthem is:\Preſumption and 
Conjecture); whicti: are far/:tb feeble to ſupport that +which-is 
raiſed 'upon-them! However;'ifithis were ſuppoſed, and (that 
ſuch - was..the'meaning of thoſe Exprefſions, it will: fill be re- 


ſolved into' the-fingle Teſtimony -of Dr. Gaiden himſelf, and 
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how-valid that Teſtimony is" in this Caſe,' we ſhall ſee preſently. 
And inthe mean time; this-plainly contradicts Dr. 7ather's 
Evidence, which 1s, that .Dr. Gauden told him; that He could 
nov poſitively and certainly ſay, that King Charles the Second 
knew that he wrote the Book: And it would look: very ri- 
dicylous to preſent a Petition to: that King, and: to uſe it asan 
Inſtance to recommend hirh-to his Favour, that in bzhalf of the 
Royal Family, he had done-lihe a King, meaning, he had writ 
the Book, and at the ſame time not know whether that King 

knew he was the Author' of it. But of this alſo more pre- 
ſently. In the mean! time, /-as to Dr. Gauden's Services, and 
which poflibly may be the Plea he made to the King, he did in- 
deed write and publiſh two. Books : the ohe 4 Proteſtation 
againſt the King's Death, Printed for Mr. Royſton; 1648 : and 
another proving the Non-obligation of 'the: Covenant , which 
might -put him into the King's Favour ; and in'truth, it is very 
probable, that the Proteſtarzon was the only thing Dr. Gauden 
was concerned in; and being Pritited by 'Mr."Roy/ton, and a- 
bout the ſame time, might: be the occafion'of all this Miſtake, 
and might be the Book he gave to the Marqueſs of Hertford, 
&c.. if any ſuch thing was ever done. | | 

Among theſe Papers there is alſo ſaid to be, '4 Lerrer of 
Mrs: Gauden's, after the Death of her. Hizband, to her Son 
Mr. John Gauden, in which ſhe {peaks of the Book commonly 
called the King's Book, 'and calls at the Fewel, and adds, thar 
her Huscband hoped to make a Fortune” by it, and wonders it 
ſhould be doubted whether. her Hucband wrote 4t, but ſays, ſhe 
has a Letter of a very great Men to clear it up. bk - VETS: 

There 8 alſo ( aid to be } a long: Narrative of Mrs. Gau- 
den's Hand-writing , ſhewmg, that her ' Higband wrote the 
Book, and. ſent to her Son with the Letter, © © 

Thu Narrative ſets forth; that after her Husband had wyote 
the Booky bt ſhetwed it to the Lord Capel, who” approved 'it, 
and was Pi the Printing-it, bat wiſhed rhe King miphg have 
a ſight of it: thath an opporrunity was taken to convey 1t tos 
Majeſty by the Lord Marqueſs of Hertford, when he went to 
the Treaty at the Iſle of Wight. SHED KA RFI? 8 
That the Marqueſs, after buy return from thence, told ler 

band; that be pave the Book to the King; 'and his Mis 
Jeſt did well like it, bat was for putting it out, "not ar by oth, 
but anothers; but it being urged, that Cromwell, and others 
of the" Army, having got 4 Reputation' with"the People: ' for 
Parts: and'Picty, it would ds beſt to be'ini tht King's Nanih, 
Hy Majeſty tobk tine ns 6/3 ENUIR9G 02040 _ 
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That her Husband not hearing the Kzng's Pleaſure ahout-#t, 
and finding Dangers haſtening on him, he. having kept a Copy 
by him, ſent it. by one Av. Simonds to the Preſs , together 
with a Letter, that Mr. Royſton was the Printer, - but did 
not knaw but the King wrote it ; that Part was ſeized in the 
Preſs, together with ber Huband's Letter, and Mr. Simonds 
tas taken. That nevertheleſs the Work was carried on, and 
finiſhed a few days after bu Majeſty's Death; that when it 
was Publiſhed the Parliament was imraged; and her Hu- 
band , conceiving his Life and Eſtate in danger, fled to 
Sir John Wentworth's, near Yarmouth, antending thence to 
paſs the Seas, but Mr. Simonds falling ſick, and dying, and 
her Huband not being diſcovered, he altered hy purpoſe, and 
returned: bome. | 

- That there was. an Epiſtle firſt intended, that the firſt 
Title was Suſpiria Regalia, but changed to Icon Baſillice; and 
.that there were two Chapter: added. 


That the Marqueſs of Hertford , the Lord Capel, Biſhop 


Duppa, and Biſhop Norley were at firſt the only perſons privy 
c0 3t. | 

That Biſh»p Duppa of Wincheſter being very ſick, her Huſ- 
- band went to -the King, and. acquainted hum, that he was the 
Author of the Book, and for the truth thereof appealed to 
Biſhop Duppa, his Majeſty's Tutor, who was yet living, and 
made an Apology for Pranting it, without hu Majeſty's Fa- 
ther's Order, or hy, but pleaded the Circumſtance of Time, 
and the King's Danger ; that hu \ Majeſty told her Hmband, 
That till then he never knew that he wrote its. but thought it 
was his ' Father's, yet wondered how he could have time, and ob 
ſerved, that it was wrote like a Scholar, as well as like 4 
King : and ſaid, if it had been publiſhed ſooner , 4+ mught 
have ſaved his Father's life, that .at the ſame time the 


King gave him-a Promiſe of the Biſhoprickof Wincheſter. 


at he afterwards acquainted the Duke of York, that he | 


tas the Author, &c. Thisis the Sum of the Evidenee- that 
| Collected from thefe Papers. And from -henee |I have 
theſe things to obſerve. | | IT 

- . T. That this is all finally reſolved into the fingle Teſtimo- 

ty of Dr. Gauden himſelf, and of what Conſideration: that 
ought to be in the Caſe before us, will appear from theſe Par- 


LA Man's own Evidence in his own Cauſe labors under very 
Heeat Prejudices ;-and as the' Wiſdom -. of all Lands.exclude a 
' Man from bearing witneſs for kimfelf, ſo ſuch Teſtimony car 
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never be admitted to conchide and determine a Matter in Con- 
troverſie in theſe two Caſes. ; 

* 1, When there is another Claim, and Pretender in poſſeflion 
.of the thing in controverfie, in ſuch a Caſe a Man's own fingle 
Teſtimony | fignifies nothing, nor is of any Validity. The 
'Book bears the Name of King Charles, and hath for many years 
been acknowledged to be his; and if Dr. Gauden ſhould have 
faid, That he was the Author, and not 'the King, it would not 
be ſufficient to defeat the King's, Title, nor to advance his own ; 
Becaufe a Man's own Teſtimony is incompetent to determine the 
Controverlie between two Rival Authors; on the one fide there 
is the Authority of the Bobk it ſelf, which 'in every Line owns it 
ſelf to be the King's, as ſpeaking in his Name, and the general 
Reputation of the World conſequent upon that. On the other 1s 
only the affirmation of another Pretender, who would claim it 
for his own, upon his own Evidence. For let this Evidence 
paſs through. never fo many Channels, it is one and the ſame 
Evidence {till; if one Man tells a hundred, that he did ſuch a 
thing, and they all teſtife, ' that he faid fo, there are in- 
'deed a hundred Witneſſes that he ſaid it, but there is but 
1 one thathe'did, and that. 1s himſelf, if therefore Dr. Gau- 
] agen acquainted the King, the Duke of 79rk , my Lord Chans 
cellor, - Mrs. Gauden , Dr, Walker and ſeveral others, that he 
wrote the Book, the Evidence to the Fa@ is ſtill but one, and 
that is Dr. Gander himſelf : or- if Dr. Gauden told Mrs. Gau- 
den and Dr. Walker, that he acquainted the * Marqueſs of 
Hartford , Biſhop Dr:ppa, the King, &c. Mrs Gauden and 
. Dr.walker may be two diftin©t Witnefles that hefaid fo, but there 
is but one that he did fo, and that is himſelf. So that this whole 
Matter is' reſolved into his own Evidence, which m this Cafe ts 
no Evidence at all, nor will any wiſe Man confider it as futh : 
eſpecially if to this be added; | + 
ver if there be any Intereſt or Advantage to be reaped by it. 
{ In this Cafe a Man's own Teſtimony is always refuſed,” becauſe a 
Man is ſufpected as too partial to- himſelf, and apt to be ſway- 
ed by his Intereſts. And if we are to give any credit to theſe 
Papers, I am afraid Mrs, Ganden has revealed* great Secret' 
when ſhe ſaith, That her Hwuband hoped to' make a Fortune 
by it. For if that was the end of - his owning himſelf to be 
the 'Author, it hath too great a mixture of carnal- EIngredi- 
. ents to gain much Credit; /for if 'Men witneſs for themfelves 
to-advancetheir Ambition, and fecular Defigns,”. their Fviderice is 
tainted, and ſayours of Proje&t and Artifice, and Men always 
uſpett.on; that Hand, And'I'am ſorry to find, that theſe 
| B'3 very 
| 
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very Papers _infinuate too muck; of this very Temper to be in 
; Dr. Cantert in theſe two Inſtances;.... - Py ® £ 

_. T. They: lay before us a very ftrange and immodeſt'magnie 
fying his 'own Merits, . and . particularly in , that to King 
Charles the Second, writ by his awn-Hand, wherein he. declares 
what Hazards þe had run of Life and Eſtate. ( And; yet he 


'Kept one of hag paper pinn Livings in Englandall-thetime 
of, the Uſurpation, } , And what great Advantage bad accrued 


20 the Crown'by hu Service. (And in. his Letter to the-Duke 
'of Tork, be frong urges the great Services be had done...) 
That what was done te a King ſhould have a King-like. Ree 


preferment, ta; the Biſhoprick..of Exeter,, telling. the King, 
that-he had a high Rack, but 4,low Manger, althothere.be ſe- 
veral Biſhopricks in Eng/and and Wales interior to thatiin. point 
of. Revenue.,: and..at that time poſſefled by Men of. yery ggeat 
Worth and Virtue.,, Thus alſo he. teaches the King tobe gfate- 
fulto bim,: by the reſpective. Advancements of Foſeph,: Danze/, 
nd. -Mordecas- .; Thus inthe Letter: to the Duke: of Tork: he 
zmportunately., bees .bys. Royal, Highneſs to intergede for. im 
with-cbe King, . And in-the- Lord Chancellor Hhdes. Lettes: to 
him! it is expreſſed, , That he was zneaſie under the: Biſop"s-lr- 


portunity. 
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Portimity..: Theſe things plainly repreſcnt-a.-;very - ambitious 
Temper, :covetous of Preferment, haſty and patient inthe pur- 
ſait of it;i and when Men are under the--power of ſuch:a Com- 
plexion;: they do- not generally manage themſelves by nice and 
punctual Methods, and to be, ſure ſuch a Man's Merits will loſe 
nothing by his own: telling. them, nor himſelf any thing for 
want of asking.” And-the truth-1s, over=yaluing our own Me- 
rits, and claiming thoſe which are none of our o#n, differ very 
little in point of Modeſty and Virtue ; and he that can do one, 


_ In all probibility, will not ſtick | at the ather.,.if /he- thinks. it 


feaſible to accompliſh+the ends he aims at. <o that thoſe who 
have publiſhed theſe Papers, have done but little Service to the 
Biſhop's Memory, and as little to the Cauſe they pretend to main- 
tain; fiv tho I do not from hence conclude, that the Biſhop 
ever told King Charles, the Duke of Torþ, or the Lord Chan- 
cellor, that he was »the Author of tkis Book ; yet if ever he 
did fo, or to any: others, I do, conclude, that - it being his own 
Cauſe, and for ſuch Ends, and joyned with ſuch a Temper, it 
apparently: firiks the Credit-of his own Teſtimony, and renders 
it of no value. | ve 

2. Another thing which would take off the Force of Dr. Gau- 


den's Teftimony in this Caſe, ſuppoling he ever atteſted it, is 
the Immorality and Infamy of the whole Practice, which muſt 


be charged upon him upon ſuch a ſuppoſition. And that is 


writing a Book in the King's Name, and- therein perſonating 
him in the Acts of Piety;; Devotion, and high point of Con- 
ſcience,” which, whatever-the end might be, in the ſofteſt Lan- 
guage, is firſt inventing a Falſhood ,” and then impoſing it 
upon the World, and ( as theſe Papers intimate ) upon the King 
too, ( for they plainly tell us he never had the; King's Canſent. ) 
Had the Devotionary Part been Compoſed for the King's private 
Uſe and Afliſtance, the Attempt might have been dutiful and 
charitable, tho there had been no need for it, to a Prince who was 
ſo admirably qualified himſelf, and the King, if he had thought 
them ſuitable, might by' them have expreſſed the Sence of his 
own Heart. But to give them to the World as the, King's own, 
which he never framed nor ufed, nor ſo much as owned, 1s to 
counterfeit the King's Conſcience, which, as I take it, 1s a more 
audacious and. far greater- Crime, than to \counterfeit his Coin, 
his Hand, or his great Seal; + for ſuch a Practice. mocks-God as 
well as Men; arid dawbs and juggles in theſe very Caſes, in which 
are required the greateſt plainneſs and lincerity. ; And in all. re- 
ſpects, to counterfeit Prayers, Repentance,. Charity and other 


Graces, ( abundantly expreſſed in that excellent Bogk ) and. to 
b B 4 impoſe 
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impoſe them upon the World for true and genmine, 'is ſuch a 
Piece of Forgery and\Impoſture, Fraud Hypocrifie toge- 


ther, that noerid can warrant, and nothing can parallel. . And- 


now-if a Man'had" ated in ſuch” a manner, methinks he ſhould 
ave but little ftomach 'to'own'it ,* or if he did, in the ſame 
breath he- convicts himſelf of Falſhood,' and lays a Bar to his 
own Teſtimony ; for 'tis obvious, that if a Man in. ſuch Cir- 
rumſtances cah father his own Book upon the King, be may 
with the ſame truth and:juſtice lay- claim to the King's Book : 
and the pretence of Good Ends does not alter the Caſe, for no 
doubt a good Biſhoprick may be thought'a Good End too ; and 
he that thinks the K:ng's Honor will juitifie the acting deceze- 

Fully for him, may as well think his oz Honor may juitifie the 
 famemeaſure ſor aCting' for himſelf. And what,:I wonder, is 
ſuch a Teftimony worth in this Caſe, when'the Teſtimony it 
ſelf. plainly declares, that he firſt abuſed the World, in giving 
them a Book for the King's, which was not his, and afterwards 
abuſed the King in taking great pains to afſume'it to himſelf. 
And the truth is, this Evidence { ſuch as it is ) confronts it ſelf ; 
for if Dr. Gauden was the Publiſher of this Book (as theſe Pa- 
pers repreſent) then he pave as publick an Evidence as was 
poſſible, that the King was the Author of it, and as njuch- as 
any Man does who ſets his Name to his own Works, - And if 
he told Mrs. Gauden, Dr. Walker, 'or any other, that. he himſelf 
was the Author, then he told them 'one- thing, and the-whole 
Kingdom another, which, at laſt, makes a fine Evidence of it, 
and very fit to determine the Controverſie, which in the very 
Caſe contradicts it ſelf ; and' it © is impoflible to reconcile: Dr. 
Gauden the Pabliſher, to Dr. Gauden the private Relater. I 
muſt confeſs, I am heartily ſorry, and afflicted, that I have 
ſaid thus njuch eoncerning B:ſhop Gauden, conſidering both his 
Eharacter andStationin the Church, and that he hath been long 
fince dead. - But thoſe who have been ſo earneſt to affert his 
Right to this Book, are to be thanked for it ; for it is the yery 
Character they have'given him, and the very means they: haye 
uſed to prove his Title. Ard if the Memory of King Charles 
the Firſt muſt ſtand in competition with the Memory of Dr. 
Gauden, T' think there needs ho Apology for doing Right to 
that' King's Memory, tho it ſhould reflect on Biſhop Gauden, 
or a greater Subject than he. Bat tliis I have ſaid only in ſup- 
poſition, that 'Dri Gauden did 'in truth own | himſelf to be 
the Anthor." But that which - follows, I hope, will clear 
him from that Tqputation, how ſevere ſoever thoſe who plead 


is Cauſe, havebetn to his Memory. '. And.that is Th 
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- 2, The ſecond thing I have to obſerve from theſe Papers" of 
Mrs. Gauden, which 1s, that they do, in direct Terms, and in 
notorious Inſtances contradict the Teſtimony of Dr. Walker. 
And to-make this very plain, I ſhall ſet them oppoſite to one 


£ 
= 


another in two Columns. 
Doctor Walker, pag. 5+ 


Dr. Gauden ſome ime. af- 
ter the King was murdered, 
upon 1y th th hm whether 
He. ( the King ) had ever ſeen 
the Book, gave me thu  An- 
ſwer : I know it certainly no 
more than you, but I uſed my 
beſt Endeatours that. he 
might ; for I delivered a Copy 
of it to the. Marqueſs of Hart- 
ford, when he went to the 
Treaty at the Iſle of Wight, 
and intreated hy Lordſhip, if 
he could obtain any private 
oppor tunity, he. would deliver 
it to bs Majeſty, and humbly 
defire to know hu. Majeſty's 
Pleaſure concerning it. . But 
the Violence mhich threatened 
the King, haſtening ſo faſt, 


he ventured to Print it, and 


Mrs. Gauden, pag» 37. 


* An Opporfunity was taken 
*fo convey ( the Book) to 
* his Majelty, by the Lerd 
* Marqueſs of Hartford, when 


'© he went to the Treaty at the 


* Ile of Wight: that the Mar- 
« queſs, after his return, told 
* her Husband , that he gave 
$5 the Book to the Kzng, and 
© his Majeſty did well like it, 
© but was for putting it out, not 
© as his own, but as anothers. 
* But it being urged, that 
* Cromipel and others of the 
* Army having got a great Re. 
* putation with the People for 
* Parts and Piety, it would do 
* belt to be in the King's 
© Name. His Majeſty took 
* time to conlider of- it. 


never knew what was the Iſſue of ſending it; for when the 
thing was done, be judged it not prudent to make further 


noiſe about it by inquiry. 
Dr. zalker, pag. 5» 
I athing him ( for we ſel- 


dom were in private but ſome- 
what ' was. diſcourſed of this 
Book, , even to the laſt time 
I ſaw him after he was Lord 
Biſhop of Worceſter ele) whe- 


#ber. that Kjzng Charles the Se- , 


d knew thas he wrote it, he 
ave me this Anſiver 7, I caunet 


Mrs. Gauden, pag. 38. 


"Biſhop Duppa of Winches 
* ſter being very fick, her Huſ- 
* band went to the King, and 
* acquainted him, that he was 
* the Author of the Book.;” and 
* for the truth thereof appealed 
* tO Biſhop Duppa, his Maje. 
* ſty's Tutor, who was yet ti. 
* ring, and made an Apology 


Poſitive, 


26 


poſitively and certainly ſay he 


doth, becauſe he was never 
pleaſed to take expreſs notice 
of 'i# to me ;; but T take it for 
granzed he doth, for I am ſure, 
the Duke of York doth, for he 
hath ſpoken of i to me, and 
own'd it as a (eaſonable and 
acceptable ſervice,and he know - 
51g zt, I queſtion not but the 
\ King alſo doth. x 


*rhat if it had: been publiſhed 
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* for printing it without his Ma- 
©jeſty's Father's arder, or his, 
* but pleaded the circumſtances 


-* of time, and the Kings dan- 


* ger. That his Majefty told her 
* Husband, that till then he 


* never-knew that he wrote it, © 


© but thought it was his Fathers, 
and wondred how he could 
© have time; and obſerved it 
© was wrote like a Scholars as 
© well as like a King; and ſaid, 


ſooner, it might have fav'd his 


*Fathers Life: That at the ſame time the King gave him a Pro- 
© miſe of the Biſhoprick of Wincheſter. 
© That he afterwards acquainted the Duke of 15rk , 8c. That 


her Husband then told his Highneſs, that the King promiſed 
* him the Biſhoprick of F;ncheſter, and that his Highneſs aſſured 
* him of his favour. - 


And now, what an admirable Harmony and Apreement have 
we here? Such Evidence muſt needs be credited, they are fo 
conſiſtent with: one another in their Stories. In Dr. Walkens 
Evidence Dr. Ganuden' did not certainly know, and no more than 
Dr. Walker Limſe!f, whether King Charles I. had ever ſeen the 
Book. But in' Mrs. Gauden's Evidence, the Marqueſs of Hart- 
ford told him, that he gave the Book to the King. In Dr. Wal- 
ker's, he never knew what was the Iſſue of ſending it. But 
m Mrs. Gauden's, that the King liked at well, but was for put- 
ting 4t out, not as his own, &c. In Dr. Walkers, when the 
#hing-was done, he juds'd.it not prudent to make further. noiſe 
about it by enquiry. Nor need he, as Mrs. Gauden repreſents it, 
when the Marqueſs had told him already, and by ſuch a remark- 
able circumſtance, That Cromwell, &c.. having got '@ preat 
Teputation with the People for Parts and Pierty, xt would do 
beſt to be inthe King's Name; and his Majeſty took, time to 
conſider of it. es a 
In Dr. Walker's Evidence, Dr: Ganden could not pofirevely 
and certainly ſay that King Charles II. knew that he wrote it. 
But in-Mrs. Gauden's he told that King himſelf, that he was 
rhe Author of it; and appeal'd to Biſhop Dzppa for the truth of 
K' In Dr. FPalker's he gave this as a Reaſon why he could 
net "poſitively fay it, viz. becauſe the King was never pleaſed 
t0"take expreſs notice of it' to him.” But in ME OOO» 
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the King took expreſs notice of it to him; and told him thae 
rill then he never knew that he wrote. it, but thoup ht 1t had 
ben his Eather's, yet wondered how he could have time, &c. 
That, had it. been publiſhed ſooner it might have ſaved bis Fa- 
ther's Life. And all this by a very good-token'; That, at the 
ſame time the King promiſed him the Biſhoprickof Wincheſter. 
In Dr. walker's he collects the King's knowing'it by inference, and 
takes it for granted, becauſe be 1s ſure the Duke of York doth, 
and he knowing it, he does not queſtion but: the- King alſo doth. 
But .in Mrs Gaude::'s be acquainred the King himſelf ; and 
not. only ſo, but he acquainted the King firſt, and the Duke 
of Tork afterwards ; as: Mrs. Gauden expitelly, - That he after- 
wards acquainted the Duke, that he was the Author, And by 
the ſame token, That he then told his Highneſs, that the Kinz 
promiſed him the Biſhoprick of Wincheſter. So that if it had 
not been ſaid ſo expreſly, this, telling the Duke muſt be ſab- 
ſequent to - that Promiſe, which ( as Mrs. Gauden. ſays) was 
at the fame time that he told the King. And laftly, In Dr. Wal- 
her's, the Reaſon of Dr. Gauden's Aſſurance that the Duke 
knew it, was, for that the Duke had ſpoken of it to him ; but 
in Mrs. Gauden's. That he had acquaznted, the Duke himſelf. 

And -now, how like' ye [this my Maſters ? Is not this rare 
Evidence, to convince. the: World , that agrees at this rate? 
Do men uſe to believe a_matter of fact' upon the Credit of 
Witneſſes who contradict each other 2 Methinks,- the example 
of Danie/ may ſerve to ſhew us the valye of, ſuch Teſtimony, 
as well as to teach the King Gratitude : The. two Elders were 
both poſitive as to the fact, but their differing: in circum- 
ſtance detected their Falfity. And the two-Elders did not dif- 
fer from one another, by many degrees, ſo much as Dr. walker 
and Mrs. Gauden. In. ſhort, either Dr, Gauden told theſe 


things reſpectively to Dr. walker and Mrs. Gauden, or he did 


not; if he did not, their Evidence is. of. no. value ; if he did, 
his own is of no. value as contradicting; himſelf. . R 
And fo I have done with this part of the Diſcourſe, the Eyi- 
dence-that is produced: to intitle Dr., Gaudeyi to. this Book. 
And I appeal to all the World, whether ſuch Teſtimony fo-cir- 
cumftantiated be fit, or ever was admitted; - to-'determine-the 
leaft Controverſie in the World 2 And if there - was-rio more 
to be ſaid for the Kings being the true Author, but-only the 
bare Name and general Acceptation, ' that is abundantly. fu 
cient- to. vindicate it to-himyfrom all that is here offered ; a 
no - rational and -unprejudiced man can alter his ;Sentiments;, 
and tranſlate it to Dr. Gauden upon ſuch Evidence ; and _ 
= 00% a lefs 
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Jeſs if this be confronted by 'plain, dire& and unexceptiohable 
Evidence in behalf of the King. And this is the third thing, 
047» ps. Ts | 
-3: I ſhall produce the- Evidence that hath appeared, to-prove 
the King the 'Author- of this Book, and -altho there are ſome 
others, and which. are of good Credit 'and may deſerve-Con- 
fideration, yet: I'ſhall confine my felf to theſe, which-are plain 
.and direct, and come home to the' very: Caſe 3 a Teſtimony 
that plainly gives Evidence to the King's Title, and that Evidence 
unexceptionably convey*d to-us : Some of theſe, and theſe the 
molt conſiderable , are ſumm'd up-by Sir wiliam Dugdale, 
{ in his ſhort view of the late troubles in England, - p.-380.)) in 
"'# theſe Words : © I ſhall make itevident trom the Teſtimony of 
* very credible Perſons yet living, that he had begun the petning 
* of them long before: he went from-Oxford.to the Scots. For 
* the Manuſcript it-ſelf, written with his own hand, - being found 
*3n his Cabinet; which was taken at Navesby Fight, was reſtored 
*to him after he was brought to Hampton Court by the hand 
* of Major Huntington , thro the favour of General Fairfax of 
* whom: he obtain'd it, and that whilſt he was in- the I/ie of 
* Fight, it was there ſeen frequently by Mr. Thomas Herbert, who 
E then waited on his Majetty in his Bedchamber; +as alſo by 
* Mr. William Levet, (a Page of the Back Stairs ) the Title 
"*then prefixed to it being Suſpirsa-Regalia, who not only read 
* ſeveral Parts thereof, but ſaw the King divers times writing 
«farther on it: Ad hereunto the Teſtimony of Mr. Richard 
© Royſton a Bookſeller at the Angel in Toy Lane 3 whothaving 
* in theſe rebellious times adventured to Print divers of his Maje- 
©ſty's Declarations, Speeches and Meſſages ; about the. begin- 
* rxng of Ofober 1648.(the King being then 1n the 1/ſe of Wig ht) 
'© was ſent to by his. Majeſty to prepare all things ready for the 
© Printing ſome Papers, which he purpoled ſhortly after to con- 
* vey unto him, which was'this very Copy brought to him on 
© the 23d. of December next- following; by- one Mr. Edward 
© $3monds a reverend- Divine, who received it from Dr. Bryan 
* Duppa then Biſhop of Salisbury, and afterwards of #incheſter. 
. be Printing whereof Mr. Royſtorz made ſuch ſpeed, - that it 
* was finiſh'd-before that diſmal goth, of Zanuary, that his Maje- 
© fty's Life' was taken away. x | 
- In this Summary are four conſiderable Evidences; Major Hun- 
tington, My. Herbert, Mr. Lever,” and”:Mr. Royſton; three: of 
them directly"to* the thing, and Mr. Roy/tor's fo oircumftan- 
tiated, as amounts very near 'to a*direct Evidence, » 
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1. Major Huntington. To.this'Dr. Walker excepts, ( p. 33. 
hat: at Tunbridge Ge Major told nm, that all he knew or ao 
Jaid concerning ut was, when that Book was publiſhed, ' and ſo 
confidently. reported to be the Kings, then ſurely, or I believe 
phiſe. are the Papers I ſee htm (0 uſually take out of his Cabi« 
net. But this was but my Canjetture and I never declared it 
to be otherwiſe ; for 1 aſſurs you I never read one Line or Word 
of the Papers in the. King's hand ; I was not ſo rude, and [ 
cannot {ay there was one Paſſage in thoſe Papers which is un 
this prented Book : For how ſhould I, never. having looked ints 
them> Now this Evidence of Dr. Wa'ikers is confronted by 
another of Mr. R:ch. Duke's in a Letter to Dr. Charles Goodad 
'Fune 15. 92. in theſe Words : Sr, I confeſs that. I beard Ma- 
jor Huntington #o-ſay more than once, that:whilſt he guarded 
Charles I. art Holmby-Houſe, ( 4s I remember ): he ſaw ſeveral 
Chapters or Leaves of that great King's Meditations, lying 
on the Table, ſeveral Mornings; with a Pen and Ink, with 
which the King ſcratched out or blotted ſome Lines or Words 
of ſome of them : Upon which: I muſt alſo confeſs, that I con- 
#c/uded they were originally from the King 5; but others have 
drawn a contrary Argument from the King's corretting. the 
Papers, yet I put this under my hand, that the Major told 
me that he did ſuppoſe them originally from that \ learned 
Prince. #chþ 15 the totum that can be intimated, from, $:r, 

| Tour humble Servant, Richard Duke, 

In this Teſtimony of Mr. Duke theſe things are to be cleared. 
1. That there is a difference between this account, and that 
of Sir William Dugdale's. But notwithſtanding both their E- 
vidence are very conſiſtent, and by no means contradictory. 
Sir Wiliam Dugdale ſays. that Major Huntintdon , through | 
the favour of Fairfax, reſtored to him the Manuſoripe after 
Navesby F:ght; Mr. Duke only ſays that the Major ſaw ther 
Lying on the Table &e. which' the Major might very well do, 
and. yet before that reſtore them: to the King from General Faire 
Fax ; which as Mr. Duke ſays nothing of,” ſo-neither doth what 
he ſays any ways contradict ; ſo that Mr. Duke's Evidence is not 
contrary to Sir William's, but a Supplement to it; and a further 
account of the Majer's Knowledge! of this-matter : | He teſtifies 
indeed more:than Sir F{[;am, but by no means interferes with 
him... So; likewiſe when: Si" Witiam ſays it was at Hampron . 
Court, this is eafily reconcil'd, becauſe Mr. Duke-ſpeaks diffis 
dently, that. it was at Holimby- Houſe' as be remembers, but is 
not poſitive but it might. be ſome other place, as: theſe Exprefi> 
ons plainly denote. | 
| 2. The 
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* -2. The nextthing is, ' that Mr. Duke does not. ſayin expreſs 
terms, that thoſe Meditations, :which the Major ſaw: lying: upont 
the Table ſeveral Mornings, and the'King correft them ; that 
thoſe were the ſame that were' printed - in -the King's name. 
But it is plainly imply'd, for Mr. Dube ſays, that from ithe Ma- 
jor's- account to him he conceiv'd they were or:ginallyfrom the 
King, and is poſitive that the Major told him, that he ſuppoſed 
them originally- from the-King ; that is plainly the Medsrars- 


ons in Controverſie, for the Worg er:ginglly here can refer to 


nothing elſe, but to another Pretehder. And the ſaying that 
others ' have drawn a contrary Argument from the Kings cor= 
refting the Papers, yet further proves it. So that as Mr. Duke 
'did-not, ſo it 1s plain the Major himſelf did not mean any other 
Papers, than. the-orig5nal Manuſcript of the King's Book or of 
ſome part of it, which he faw lie on the Table, and the King 
correcting it. The Sum therefore is, that the Teſtimony -ot 
Major Huntington, as t is repreſented by Mr. Duke, 'is contra» 
dictory to. the ſame repreſented by Dr. Walker, and the Vali- 
dity of the reſpective Teſtimony muſt depend on-the Credit of 
the reſpective: Witneſſes. And-.how much Dr. Fatker's Teſta 
mony 1s to be. rely'd on in this Caſe I have ſhewn already ; and 
Mr. Duke's Teſtimony is confirm'd by another ; Mr: Cave Beck 
in a Letter to Dr. Ho!l;ngworth atteſting ; * That Major Hun- 

* tington at Ipſwich afſured him, that ſo much 
Dy. Holl. Charat. of *©of the (aid Book 'as contained his Majeſty's 
King CharlesL. p. 27 * Meditations before Naveſby Fight, was ta- 
* ken in the King's Cabinet; and that Sir Tho- 
* mas Fairfax deliver'd the faid Papers unte him, and ordered 
*him, to carry them” to the King: arid alſo told him that when 
* he deliver'd them to the King, his Majeſty appeared very joy- 
*ful, and ſaid he eſteemed them"more than all the Jewels he 
* had loſt in the Cabinet. 

2. The next Evidence 1s that of Mr. Herbert, afterwards 
Sir Thomas Herbert 5 who not only ſaw it, as Sir William Dug- 
dale (ays,' but moreover had the original! Manuſcript given him 
by the King, and which was wrote by the King's own hand. 
This hath-never yet appeared publickly tothe World, and there- 
fore I ſhall ſet” it *down' at: large, 'as it was tranſniifted'to me 
by the Reverend 'Mr. Cudworth Rector of Barmbrouph in 
. Torkſhire, and- atteſted by ſeveral worthy'and learned Perſons, in 

theſe Words : (+ - 81s BOS; Nt BOTS 
: Ina Manuſcript Book in Folio'of Sir Thomas Herbert's well 
bound, fairly written, 'and .conſiſting-of $3 Pages, :and by him 
called Carolina Threnodza, havitg the Picture of RingCharler E. 
in the Front, and beginning thus: SIR, 
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SER: - 
© By _—_ of the 22d. of Auguſt laſt T'find you have received 
* my former Letters of the- 1/2. and 13th./ef May, 1678. And 
© ſeeing it is your firther defire I ſhou!d recollect what I can well 
* remember upon that ſad Subject more at large, I am willing to 


\ © fatisfie you thereinſo far: forth as my Memory will a{lilt. Some 


UMI 


© ſhort Notes of Occurrences I then took, which" in this long 
* Interval of time and ſeveral Removes of my Family are either 
* loft, or ſo miſlazd at preſent I cannot find, which renders this 
© NNarrative'not ſo methodical nor ſo large as otherwiſe I ſhould, 
and probably by you: may be expected. Nor would I trouble 
you much with what any other has writ, but in a ſumma- 
ry-way give'you ſome Court Paſſages, which I obſerved du- 
ring the. two laſt years of his Majeſty's Life-and Reign ; be- 
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.*ing the time of his Solitudes and Sufferings. - — In pag. 27. 


* Nevertheleſs, both times be carefally obſerved his yſual times 
* {ct apart for private Devotion, and for w iting. Mr. Harrington 
*and Mr. Herbert continued waiting on his -Majelty as Grooms 
©in the Bedchamber, he alſo gave Mr. Herbert the Charge of his 
*Bvoks, of which the King had a- Catalogue, and from tme 
*to time had brought unto him ſuch as from time to time he 
* was pleaſed to call for: The ſacred Scripture was the Book he 
*molt' delighted in, read often in Biſhop Andrew's Sermons, 
* Hooker's Eccleſiaſtical Polity, Dr. Hammond's Works, Villal- 
*pandus upon Exekzel, &c. ' Sandy's Paraphraſe 'upon King 
* David's Plalms, Herbert's divine Poems ;' and alſo recreate 

* himſelf in” reading Godfrey of Bulloione' writ 1m Italian by 
* Torquato Taſſo,artd done into Engliſh Heroick Verſe by Mr. Fasrs 
*fax. . A Poem his Majeity much commended, as he did Ar:o- 
* ſto, by Sir Fohn Harrington a factious Poet, much eſtcent'd 
* of by Prince Henry his Maſter ; Spencer's Fairy Queen and the 
* like, for alleviating his Spirits after ſerions Stadies. And at 
* this time it was, (as is preſamed) he compoſed his Book cal- 
* led Saſp:r:a Regalia publiſh'd foori after his'Death, and intitled, 
"The King's Portraiture in his Solitudes and Sufferings. Which 
* Manuſcript Mr. Herbert found among thoſe Books his Majeity 
* was /gracioully pleaſed to ive him, { thoſe excepted whic 

* he bequeathed to his Children hereafter mentioned) in regar 

Mr) Herbert, tho he did not ſee the' Kirig' write thit'Book, 
*:his Majefty being always' private when he. writ, and theſe his 
* Seryants'never coming into the Bedchamber -when the King 
* was private until he call'd-; | yet comparing” it with his 'Hnd;” 
*writing-in other things, he found it fo very like, as _ = 

_ a - 
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© belief that it was his own ; having ſeen much of the King's 
*Writings before. And to inſtance particulars, in, that liis'Maje- 
* fty's Tranſlation of Dr. Sanderſon thelate Biſhop of Lintoln's 
*Book de juramentss, a like Title, concerning Oaths, all of it 
© tranſlated into Engliſh, and writ with his own hand, and 
*which in his Bedchamber he was pleaſed to ſhew his Servants, 
* Mc. Harrington and Mr. Herbert, and commanding them to 
pin it with the, Original, . they found it accurately tranſla- 
*tc 


; This is a, true Copy taken out of the original Manuſcript, 
and compared by Us, MA 


Thomas Vincent. Tho.  Maulyverer:, Rector of 

Thomas Fount ane, | Spersbrough.. 

Ra. Eaton, Rector of Tho. Burton. ** 
Darfield. Fo. Newſome , Rector of 

F. Cudworth, Rector of Warmſworth. 
Barmbrough. 


This Manuſcript is now in the Hands of Sir Thomas Harvey 
of -— ai who (as I think) married the Widow of Sir Thomas 
Herbert. 


3. The next Evidence 1s Mr. Lever, who beſides Sir 7//s- 
an Dugdale's Teſtimony hath himſelf lately given an account of 
his Knowledge of this matter, in a Letter to Seymour Bourman 
Klq; in Lincolns-Inn Fields. In theſe Words : 


_ Dear Brother, : | | 

*Fours of the 21. of this inſtant Apr:/ I received, and one Let- 
© ter before that to the ſame effect, v5z.. To give a true account 
* of my. Knowledge of that unparalle!'d Book, which his facred 
* Majeſty of blefled Memory King Char/es I. ( murder'd by 
* his own rebellious Subjects before his own Palace at Phitehall, 
* with: all the violent and malicious Cireumſtances that wicked 
* men could invent ) which Book of my certain Knowledge 
«1 can depoſe was truly his. own, having obſerved his Maje- 
© ty oftentimes. writing his Royal Reſentments of .the" bold 
* and infolent Behaviour, of his Soldiers, ( his rebellious! Sub< 
L jets) when. they had bim in their Cuſtody. I waited on 
© bis Majeſty: as Page of the Bedchamber in ordinary, during all 
* the time of his Solitudes ( except when I was-forced f 


*him) 
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* him): and eſpecially being nominated by his Majeſty to be one 
* of his Servants, among others that ſhould attend him, during 
* the Treaty at Newport in the Iſle of Wight, had the Happt- 
© neſs to read the ſame oftentimes in Manuſcript, under his Ma- 
* jeſty's own hand, being pleaſed to leave it in the Window in 
< his own Bedchamber, where-1 was always oblig'd to atcend his 
* Majeſty's coming thither. But the Treaty being ended in few 
* days after,” the Soldiers with one to'conduet them, by name 
* Mr. Anthony Mildmay, then Cup-bearer, came to the Bedcham- 
© ber about Two of the Clock in the night, and knock'd at 
* the dore, and one Mr. Herbert, Mr. Kirk, and my felf, having 
© ſome hint of their Intentions, were watching in an inner F 
*and hearing ſome noiſe, went into his Majeſty's Bedchamber, 
* and asked who they were that durſt diſturb his Majeſty at 
* that unſeaſonable time: of the night; who anſwered, they 
* were ſent to tell the King he mult rife, and go with them. 
* We acquainting his Majeſty with their defign, he was pleaſed 
*to command us to tell them, he would go with them, but it 
* was not his uſual hour to rife ſo ſoon ; we again acquainted 
* the Soldiers with his Majeſty's Anſwer : They inſtead of com- 
*plying with his Majeſty bid us tell him, 1f he did not rife pre- 
*ſently, they muſt force him to it : His Majeſty only faid , if 
*I muſt give me my Clothes, and ſo he unmediately aroſe. 
*( Here ye may obſerve a mirrour of Patience in a diſtreſſed 
© Prince) ; during the time of his Majeſty's making himſelf rea- 
© dy, he concern'd himſelf only how to ſecure this Book of his, 
* and a ſmall Cabinet, wherein be ſecured his Letters to his 
© Queen, who was then beyond the Sea ; and his Majeſty hong 
* procured a Paſs for me from the Governour , that I ſhoul 
* wait on him there, he gave me in charge this faid Book and 
* ſmall Cabinet, which I faithfully preſented to his Majeſty's own 
* hands that night in Hurſ# Caſte. But the Governour, by what 
© Information 1s too tedious to inſert here, at this time, and 
a ya I omit it, did on Saturday baniſh me ont of the 
* Caltle, | 
*E ſhould have ſent you a Relation which I had of Royſton 
* the King's Printer, for the Printing the- ſaid Book, by his Ma». 
* jelty's ſpecial Command, brought to him by a Divine, but nof 
* tobe * Printed till after the King's Death, which- *, _.. 4:4 
* he obſerved accordingly ; for which Cromwel ©, _, bn wh 
* ſent for him to Wh:zeball, not only prom." publined, 
* ſing Rewards, but alſo threatning Puniſhments; $£5:-1— 
* if he would not deny, that he: Ptfnted it by his Majeſty's Or- 
© der;- which: he refuſing to-do, did imprifon him for about 
| (2; a Forthmights 
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* a Fortnight, but ſeeing he could not work upon him; releaſed 
 *him, which is all at preſent from | 


From Savernack Parke, Tour AﬀeRtionate Brother 
near M-rieborough, to ſerve you,” 
Apr. 29. 1691. Wilktam Levet. 


To this Dr. #alker anſwers, ( Pag. 34.) There'% no ſuch 
Chapter or Title #n all” Etxwoy Baonnn), meaning, as the Royal 
Reſentment of -the- bold and inſolent Behaviour of | bus Soldters 
( hs rebelliow Subjefts.) Very right, Sir, but there is the 
thing ; and Mr. Lever did not ſay that was the Title +to any 
Chapter in that Book, or a Title to-what he ſaw the King write, 


but the Subje&t Matter of it ; and that it is of more Chapters 


than one. In the mean time 1t is very pleaſant, when a Man 
teſtifies, that he will depoſe, the Book-was the King's own, for 
that he had obſerved the King writing his Royal Reſentments, 
&c. to anſwer there x #0 ſuch Chapter 'or Tizle. But I pray, 
Sir, are there in that Book no Royal Reſentments of the inſolent 
Behaviour of the Rebellious Soldiers > If there be none in- 
deed, then Mr. Levee could not conclude they were part of 
the Book, tho he ſaw the King write them ; but if -there be, 
*tis extremely ridiculous to. ſay, there is no fuch Chapter, or 
no ſuch Tzt/e; the Force of this Teſtimony therefore, is not 
about the 7i:/e, but the thing, and that Mr. Lever could de- 
Poſe that the Book was the King's, -.and that he read the fame 
in Manuſcript under the King's own Hand. And what. does 
Dr. #alker ſay to this 2. why truly he ſays, I muſt beg 0h 
to believe he x miſtaken. And ſo it ſeems Mr. Levet's depoſing, 
and ſeeing the King jorite ſome of it, and reading it'under 
the King's own Hand is all conuted, and it neither 1s, nor can 
be ſo, becauſe Dr. Walker begs bs ous Fhis 1s an excellent 
way of defeating the Force of an Evidence, and taking off the 
Edge of the Teſtimony of an Eye-witneſs ; and if this will do, 
Dr. Falker muſt n gain the Cauſe; for there is no doubt 
but he will beg the pardon of all: the King's Witneſſes, if 
he can ſo cafily quit his Hands of them. In the mean time, 
that Mr. Levee was not 'miſtaken, but delivered his. Knowledge 
of this Matter, we have confirmed by another Tefttmony of 
his, and of another Date, in the poſſeffion of his Son, Fellow 
of Exeter College in Oxon. in theſe Words : If 
609: any one has a defre to know the true Author of a 
Kine, Charles, Book #ntituled "Etxwy Bamunits I, cne of the 
Pag. 9. Servants of King Charles the Firſt in. hu Bed- 
| chamber, 
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chamber, do declare, when his ſaid Majeſty was Priſoner in 
the Iſle of Wight, that I read over the above-mentioned 
Book { which was long before the ſaid Book was Pranted ) in 
hs Bed-chamber, writ with hu Majeſty's own Hand, with ſe- 
veral Interlinings. Moreover. hy Majeſty King Charles L. 
told me, Sure, Lever, you do deſign to get this Book by heart : 
having often ſeen me reading of it. I can teſtifie alſo, that 
Roytton che Printer told me that he was impriſoned by Oliver 
Cromwell the . Proteftor, becauſe he would not declare, that 
King Charles I. was not the Author of the ſaid Book. Signed 
and ſealed Ofober 16. 1690. 

Will. Levet. 


- 4+ The next Evidence is that of Mr. Royſton, which contains 
very material Circumſtances viZ. That the October before, the 
King ſent a Meſſage to him to frenens all. things ready fur 
the Printing ſome Papers, which be purpoſed ſhortly after to 
convey to him, and which was this very Copy brought the Twenty 
third of December next following. Thus is very near to a dt- 
rect Evidence ; and the King's ſending to him to-prepare him- 
ſelf, and this Book being ſent to him accordingly, is a plain proof 
that theſe were the Papers the King deſigned to ſend him, and 
the King had intentions of Printing them in Ofober, which it 
ſeems, according to Dr. Walker and Mrs. *Gauden was before 
he had ſeen them, or heard any thing of them. I ſhall not 
need to add any more to'this, but that this Teſtimony of Mr. 
Reyſton is corroborated by two others, as Mr. Thomas Milbourn, 
Printer by Femwim-ſtreee, who told Dr. Hol- : 
lingworth before ſufficient Witneſſes : That in Nr. Hlingwirh's 
the Year 48 he was an « bye 10 ND; - Coates fo popchg 
John Griſman a Printer, when Mr. Simonds, 2:3, 14. 
by Mr. Royſton, ſent the Kjng's Book ro be - 

Printed, and that hs Maſter did Print it. That Mr. Si- 
monds always had the Name of ſending it to the Prefs, that 
3t came to them as from the King, and they underſtood tt no 
otherwiſe; that they had Printed ſeveral other things wth 

_ CR. 20 them, and that it looked to them like the ſame Hand, 
and the ſame ſort of Paper with others that were ſo marked; 
and looked upon as the King's Papers; for the” King kept the 

Original by him, and Mr. Odert the Secretary tranſersb'd them. 
To the ſame purpoſe Mr: C/iffoxd, Reader of Prayers .at Ser- 
jeants Inn in Fleet-ſtreet, who' aſſiſted Mr. Mi/bourn in the 
Printing it : and who further adds,' Thar the- King intituled bus 
Bock. the Royal Plea, bus Door Jeremiah Taylor coming ae- 

C 2 cidentally 
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cidentally to Mr. Royſton's Shop, he having an afſured Con- 
fidence in him, ſhewed him the firſt Proof from the Preſs, 
which when the Doftor viewed under that Title, . he told him 
the Title would betray the Book, — That Dr. Taylor wrote 
to the King, to let him know it would be in danger of ſuppreſ- 
fing by two. Informers, Chelſenham and Jones, who would ur.= 
derſtand the Book, by the Title: And therefore he thought 
"Exc Baoinh would be a better Title, and leſs taken notice 
of by the Informers, being Greek , and agreeing with the 
Title of his Father's Book, called Baomuxov Jwegv; and to 
which the King conſented. ——— And adds further, That he 
never heard, nay, that he # ſure, that Dr. Gauden never was 
concerned in that Book by which Milbourn and himſelf Printed 
it, and that, they had no part of the Copy from Dr. Walker, 
for it was that tranſcribed by Mr. Odert they Printed it by. 
To theſe Teſtimonies cited by Sir iliam Dugdale, and in 
this manner ſtrengthened and confirmed, we may add, 
1. The Teſtimony of Doctor Gauden himſelf, when Biſhop 
of Exeter, and atteſted by Mr. Long, Prebendary of. the 
, ._ Church of Exeter, viz. That he bad heard 
pootabogn. tvs him often affirm, that he was Fully convinced, 
ow 6; that the "Etxwr Bean was mntirely that 
King*s work, This, I confeſs, is not a direct 
Proof to the Matter, $ut it is full againſt Dr. Gauden ; for if 
he was fully convinced, that it was infirely the King's Work, he 
would himſelf never pretend to have any/ hand in the Compo- 
ſure of it. £2 
- 2. The Teſtimony of two Authors of two Books, and both 
of. them Printed 1649, whoſe Names I know not, tho poſit 
bly by the Titles of their reſpeCtive Books they may be knowa to 
ſome other perſons. 
The firſt 1s certainly a perſon of Worth and Learning, and 
the Title his Book bears, is *Eixdy »y ms#, Written in anſwer 
to a ſcurrilous Pamphlet againit the King's Book, intitaled 
Eixwy "Axim, in which the Author ( pag. 4. ) bath theſe 
Words: The Author might have informed himſelf of- divers, 
who have” ſeen the. Original Copy, manuſcribed by the Kin 
himſelf, he might have ſeen it himſelf for asking. —— An 
alterwards, I take it to-be the King's Book, I am ſure of it, I 
Rnetg. hs Hand, I have ſeen the Manuſeript, I have heard him 
own 5t, Theſe are plain and expreſs, and if the, Author, was 
known, I doubt not. but his Perſon would giveValne to his Te- 
fimony, for his Writings plainly ſhew him a great Man, and of 


| exceltent Qualifications, 
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The other is the Author of a Book called the- Princely Pelli- 
can, Written on purpoſe ( as the Title Page aſſerts J to ſathfie 
the Kingdom, that the Kjng was the Author of this 'Book. 
And the Account the Author gives of himſelf is this, { Pap. 1/) 
that. he had been a conſtant Servant to the. King, and that he 
had remained conſtantly in his attendance upon Majeſty to 
the laſt Man, that the King was w eggs Pleaſed togommuni- 
cate his private Councils and Addreſſes to hing ' | And after 
having given this Account of himſelf, he proceeds to give 
Account of the Book, and in the fir{t place tells us the very Be- 
ginning of the King's Reſolutions to undertakeit. ( Pap. 4.) 
That he was pleaſed ſome few days after he -had retired from 
his Parliament, to communicate his Thoughts in his Garden 
at Theobalds to ſome of his Gentlemen who were neareſt to 
him, and of whoſe Intimacy and Abilities he ſtood moſt con- 
fident, how he had ſet his: hand to Paper to vindicate his 
Innocency, in the firſt place, by ſhewing the Reaſons he had of 
receding from the Parliament. And that not fo much as one 
Line had fallen from his Pen, which with Honor he might 
not confirm. The Author goes on, His next Eſſay, as he told 
uw, he intended ſhould take its Diſcourſe from the faithfulleſt 
Servant, and incomparable States-man that any Prince coxld 
rely on, .meaning the Earl of Strafford, and then gives us 
the King's particular Diſcourſe, condemning himſelf 'for ſuffer- 
ing his Hand to thwart the Reſ»lution of his Heart , &C- 
And. particularly recites at large the Diſcourſes of: his Atten- 
dance on that Subject with his Majeſty. He tells us further, 
( Pag. 19. ) that the King told them, That as his Morning 
Devotions took, up the firſt, ſo he ever reſerved the next for 
theſe Meditations he had now in hand. The Author yet fur- 
ther tells us, ( Pag. 21.) That at Naſeby, thoſe Divine Medi- 
tations were ſeized by the Enemy, with other Papers of Con- 
cern, being ancloſed in a Cabinet reſerved for that purpoſe : 
and that by the Benignity of the Conqueror, or Divine Provi- 
dence rather, it was recovered above all expeftance, and re- 
turned to by Majeſty's Hand; and which infirutely cheered him. 
And further ( Pag .22. ) That a Perſon of high Command in 
that Army gave this Cenſure of it, ſaying, It ' was an hand- 
ſome Piece of Hipocrifie. There are ſeveral other obſervable 
Paſlages in this Author too lang to 'tranſcribe. And I heartily 
wiſh, we could recover the Author's Name. In the mean time, 
the Teſftimony which he gives does ſo agree with the thing 
it ſelf, and ſo concur in ſome Particulars, with:.the other. E- 
vidence before-mentioned, particularly the ſeizing the King's 
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Book (fo much of it as was then done ) at Naſeby-Fight, 
.and the Recovery of it again, and the great Joy he ANg had on 

each other, and 
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the receiving it : that they plainly corroborate 


there can be no poſſible teafon to doubt the Truth and Sin- 


cerity of fuch Evidence, which at divers times, and upari ſeve- 
ral Qecafions, give the ſame Teſtimony, and in the ſame Cir- 


NCES. | 

' Theſe are ſome of the Evidences which prove King Charles 
the Firſt to þe the ſole Author of this Book, and which, 1 con- 
ceive, are fo plain, full and clear, that it is impoſſible to avoid 
the Force of them, or withont great obſtinacy, not to be con= 
vinced by them. For, I think, there is very little need to be- 
ſtow much pains'in comparing the Evidence on both ſides, 
and toſhew which epbadeats; and onght to determine us in 
a matter of this Nature. On |the one fide we have but one 
fingle Evidence ( if we have that ) 'to the direct Matter, and 
that is the Perſon” himſelf about whom is the Controverſie, 
and him /alſo under the preſumption of Advantage and -Inte- 
reſt. And on the "other we have ſeveral credible -and unex- 
ceptionable and difintereſted' Witnefles, who neither had, -nor 
could have any- perſonal Advantage from the Evidence they give. 
On the one fide we have two Witnefles giving their Teſtimony 
by Hearſay and Report, that they heard the pretended Author 
ſay ſo, &c. on the other we have far more for weight and number, 
declaring their proper knowledge of the Matter of Fact. On 
the one ſide neither of the two Witneſſes come home” to the 
direct Matter, or poſitively afſert they ſaw Dr. Gauden write it 
or dictate it, or 'faw it in bis own Hand-writing, 'or any thing 
like it. But on the"other, the direct contrary, ſome atteſting 
they ſaw the King writing ſome part of it ; others ſaw it in his 
own Hand-writing, and which they knew ; and one, that he 
bad the original Manuſcript it felf- in poſſeflion, and given 
him by the King. On the one fide we have one of the two 
Witneſſes contradicting himſelf, and both contradicting each 
other in very important parts of their Evidence. On the other 
all agreeing, not only in the main FaCt, but in ſeveral Circum- 
Rances, and in all the material Branches of their reſpective Te 
ftimony. And now, if Evidefice muſt carry it ( and I know 
no reaſon to the contrary ) it's plain, that all the' Advantage 
1s on the King's ſide, and there is no manner of compariſon be- 
tween them.. And ſure *tis very cafie to'judge on which fide 
the Right lies, when plain, poſitive, direct and unexceptionable 
, 1s oppoſed only by intangled, indirect, contradiftious 
vidence, full of Inconfiltency. | bu 
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_ I have now done with the firſt thing propoſed, the external 
Evzdence,. proving the King to be the Author, and proceed to 
the next, v3. 

2. The intriaſick: Evidence , which ariſes from the Book it 
ſelf: ang if all the Teſtimony for King Charles's *being the Au- 
thor was ſet aſide, this would be abundantly ſufficient to de- 
termine the Matter, and would far over-balance all that has been 
ſaid in. behalf of Dr. Gauden, and- ten times as much more. 
The Truth is, the Book diſcovers. its own Author, and there is 
not a Line nor a Sentence but plainly owns the King's Hand, 
and as plainly confutes all the pretences for Dr. Gauden. _ But 
this isacopious. Argument, and'to manage it fuily, would re - 
quirea larger Book than that in Controverfie. And therefore 
I ſhall confine my ſelf and ſpeak briefly to theſe Particulars. 

I. The General Stile, | 

2. The. Hiſtorical Part of it. 

3. Some Particulars of the Subject Matter of it. 

I- The Geneneral Stile: By this I do not only mean the 
Phraſe and Expreflion, but, together with that, the manner of 
Management; and to this I add, the great Weight of the 
Matter: all theſe are very great and Majeſtick, not only like 
a King, but like that very King to whom they are aſcribed; 
and let any Man compare this Book with other the Works of 
this glorious Martyr, and he cannot but fee the. Game generous 
and free Expreffion, the ſame Clearneſs of Reaſon, the ſame 
Greatneſs of Mind ; in ſhort, the ſame Majeity throughout, 
But for the Works of Dr. Gauden, there 1s nothing in the 
World more: unlike; a luſcious Stile, ſtuffed with gawdy Me- 
taphors,” and fancy far more Expreſſion than Matter, a fort of 
noiſy and Romantic Eloquence. Theſe are the Ornaments of 
Dr. Gauden's Writings; and differ as much from the Gravity 
and Majeſty of the King's Book, as Tawdrineſs does-from a 
Genteel and Accompliſh'd Dreſs. The Truth 1s, of all the Au- 


 thors of that Age, there is ſcarcely any Writings are more light 


and thin, than thoſe-of -Dr. Gauden ; and let any Man compare 
the beſt of Dr. Gauden's Writings with this Book , and do it. 
with Judgment and Diſcretion, and I dare ſay, he will be per- 
fectly cured, and he can no. mcre believe, that Dr., Gauden was 


' the- Author . of it, than he can believe, that the, King's Picture 


at Fhiteball,and that upon a Sign-Poſt, were both drawn by the 


ſame Hand. I know Dr. Walker talks fine things of a Man's 


changing his Stile, and differing from. himſelf. (P.25.]But when 
all the Pieces put out in a Man's own Name ſhall be looſe, fore'd, 


&if, and dlaborate,:and one ſingle one put out-in the Name of 
; 8.4 another, 
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another , incomparably' great and excellent. © This is ſuch a 
Change, as I- believe, no Man is capable of, and no Man' &an 
give account for. The Force of ' this therefore does not lie only 
m the difference of Stile - and Expreſſion, but in that total- Dt» 
ſparity that is between them in every thing ; for tho a' Man tnay 
vary his. Stile, ( which yet Dr. Gauden, by the ſeveral: Sub- 
jxeCts he hath writon, hath given no reaſon to think that he had 
a Talent that way Y: yet he cannot be Maſter of better and finer 
Thoughts when he pleaſes, or if he could, to be ſure, we ſhould 
ſee ſomething of them, or at leaſt, ſomething like them in the 
Works which wear his Name, and by which he defign'd tocom- 
"municate himſelf tothe preſent Age and his Memory to Poſterity, 
Let a Man therefore who hath any . Underſtanding in theſe things, 
compare this admirable Book. with - the! genuines:Works of 
Dr. Gauden, his Sermons, his Speech in the Lords Houſe againſt 
the Quakers, and his other Tracts, and then let him believe 
| they have all the ſame Anthor if he can. This is-ſo clear and 
convincing, that nothing ought, nothing can defeat,it, but the 
 moſtplain and invincible Proofs- He that ſays, that Dr. Gau- 
den 18 the Author of the King's Book, lies only under this one 
Diſadvantage, that he ſays what #5 zncred:ble in the nature of 
things, and according to the common Rules of judging. Andif , 
_ he expects to convince reaſonable Men, he mutt produce 
uch Evidence, fo clear, full,and without Exception, and of ſuch 
undoubted Veracity, and Authority, as Men may reign up- their 
Judgments and Reaſons to the Teſtimony. In ſhort, there was in 
that Age,and in the Reign of that Pious Princs many Great and 
Learned Men in all Faculties, ( and without any difparagement to 
him, or to his Memory ) in all reſpects far ſuperior to D. Gander. 
And yet, I believe;,any Man who will carefully,and with attention 
peruſe this Book, and impartially judge when he hath-done, he 
 Willconclude, that no Subject the King had was able to write 
this Book, and none lefs qualified for it than Dr. Gawuden. 
2. The Hiſtorical Part of 1t. | 
' And here ſhajlnot need to obſerve, that this excellent Book 
Contains the moſt remarkable Paſſages of State from 41 to the 
middle of 48, and that not only the outward ' Shell, or the 
meer Facts, .but the ſecret Springs by which they were moved ; 
here we ' have the Riſe and Growth of the ſeveral Factions, the 
5 Po that they made, the Intrigues they managed, with moſt 
Witte and judicious oierks non them, which plainly denote 
the Author to*be/an excellent Stateſman, of a clear and pene- 
(raving Jud nent, and well vers'd in the Afﬀairs he'wrote on ;; 
Flpeetal y it we add thelp Matters perſonally relating to the King 3 
| | ay F Wil 
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which ( conſidering his' various Fortunes and Removes, and pax- 
ticularly after Navesby- Fight, and his Removal to the Scots, 
and from thence'to Holmeby) I queſtion whether any one fingle 
Man in England could have given, not only ſuch an Account, 
but any clear Account atall. The Myſtery of his going to the 
Scots is plainly laid open in that Chapter of his leaving Oxford; 
and going to the Scots, wherein are his Majeſty's Reaſons for 
ſo doing. And in the next Chapter are as plainly infinuated the 
Propoſals that were made to him of Sacrlege, and the At= 
temipts made upon him to gain hs Conſent againſt hi Conſcs- 
ence,” &c. The Truth is, all the Meditations are weav'd into 
a Form of Devotion, and ſo they do admirably expreſs the Piety 
and Goodneſs of the Compiler : but they are withal Hiſtorical, 
and pive the beft Account of the Myftery of Iniquity that then' 
reigned, *together with a more exact Judgment concerning the 
ſeveral Particulars, than is yet extant in any other Book. All. 
which do very well agree with the Character of King Charles 
the Firſt. Bat how to reconcile them to Dr. Gauden*s Cha-' 
raer, is (1 think) an ioſuperable Difficulty. For as to his Fa- - 
culty at Hiſtory, and how judicious a Compiler he was, we 
have (as far as I know ) but one fingle Inftance, and that is 
the Life of Mr. Hooker, wrote by him, and prefix'd to one E- 
dition of the Eccleſiaſtical Polity, and which (to ſay no more) 
is certainly the moſt injudicious Hiſtory of a Man's Life that 
ever wagwritten. There are ſo many palpable Miſtakes and 
Falſhoods ſo very little to any purpoſe of Hiftory, ſolean, je- 


June andempty Accounts of the Man, whoſe Life he undertook, 


that it plainly betrays a Defect in every neceſſary Qualification 
of an Hiſtorian; and it is written without Care, or Diligenceg 
or Judgment. But I had rather leave this to the Readers own 
Eyes, than extend it further ; and if he pleaſe to compare this 
Book and that Life together, let him judge for himſelf, and if, 
after that, he can poffibly believe they have both one and the 
ſame Author, he is abandoned to the utmoſt degree of Eaſineſs 
and Credulity, and may believe any thing in the World. 

3. Some Particulars of the Subject Matter. / And theſe IT 
ſhall mention are ſuch things as could- only be known'to the 
King himſelf; 'and conſequently :could have no Author but 

im. Anne | | 
As 1. - His ſecret Intentions. 
2: The Matters of his own-Conſcience. 
1. His ſecret Intentions. Theſe are expreſſed all over the 


Book, I fhall- only ſcle&t two or three Paſſages, which contaig 


not only his ſecret Intentions, but his Appeals to Heayen'for = 
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Truthof them. - In the Chapter on he. Inſolency' of -the' Tu: © 


Wults, God who u my ſole Fudge, 3s my Witneſs in Heaven, 
that I never had any Thoughts of going from my Houſe at 
White-Hall, zf 1 coud have had but any reaſonable fair Quarter. 
And in that Chapter, Upon his, Retirement from Weſtminſter, 
I may #n the Truth' and Uprightneſs of my ' Heart, proteſt be- 
fore God and- Mn; that 1 never uvillfully oppoſed or denied 
any thing that was in. a fair way, &c. And again in the Prayer ; 
| Thou knoweſt, O Lord, how unwilling I was to deſert that 
place in which thou haſt; ſet me, and whereto the Affairs of 
wy Kingdow at preſent did call me. And upon the Liſting and 
aifing of Armies, God knows, I had not ſo much as any hopes 
an Army in my thoughts. - And upon the Troubles and Re- 
bellion in Ireland, 6 + have deſired or delighted in the waful 
days. of my Kang 's Calamities , if. I have not earneſtly 
ſtudied, and faithfully endeavoured the preventing and com- 
poſing of theſe Bloody Diſtraong, 'thin let rhy Hand be againſt 
we, and my Father's Houſe.” And many. others of the like na- 
ture, and which, [ think, I ſhall not need to make any Remarks 
npon, only delirethe Reader to. tell me, whether he thinks theſe 
are the Expreſſions 'of' King. Charles, or of Dr. Gayden; or 
whether he can: believe that Dr,'Gavden durſt make ſuch 47- 
als and Imprecations upon. Fictions ' and Forgeries ? - It 
ou believe that Dr... Gauden durſt do this, I am certain he 
can believe nothing that Dr. Gauden afferts, nor can he believe 


Dr. Gauden if, he ſhould appeal to Heaven, and imprecate” the, 


Divine Vengeance concerning the Truth of his being the' Author 
of this Book- For he that can appeal and imprecate upon one 
Forgery, may do ſo.upon a htindred. 

2. Thenext thing .I have fo obſerve, is a Matter relating to 
the King's Conſaence, and of a high Nature. 'Tis in the Caſe 
of the Earl of S:rafford, where the King plainly charges him- 
{elf as guilty of : his Blood, by giving his Conſent to that Bill 
which-took away his Life. In that Chapter #por the Earl of 
Strafford*'s Death, the King ſaith, He preferred the outward 
Peace 4 his Kingdom's before that inward exatineſs of Con- 
(erence. before God. And adds, I am ſo far from excuſing or 
denying that Compliance on my part ( for. plenary Conſent it 
was 910t)) to his Deſtruftion, a 2. in my Fudgment, I thought 
20t, by any clear Law, Guilty of Death ;- that - I riever bore any 
Touch of Conſcience with greater Regret, &c. Again, It is a 
fad Exchange to wound a Man's own Conſcience, thereby to 
ſalve State-Sores, And ſpeaks of his own Guilt in this manner, 


1Ng in my Soul ſo fully conſcious ; theſe Fudements God hath 
74 | pleaſed 
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pleaſed. to ſend upon me are ſo much the more welcome, as 4 
means  ( Thope ) which his Mercy bath ſanflified ſo 0 
me, as to make me repent of that unjuſt A, ( for ſo it 
was to me.) And the King adds, that nothing more fortified 
his Reſolutions againſt all theſe Opportunities to gain his con- 
ſent to Acts wherein his OREN was unſatisfied, than the 
Touches he had for what paſſed him in my Lord Straf- 
ford's Buſineſ#, Further yet the King ſaith, That be was better 
aſſured of his Guiltleſsneſs than any Man more could be. 
Apain, this Tenderneſs and regret 1 find in my Soul for þa- 
ving had any Hand ( and that unwillingly God knows ) m 
ſhedding one Man's Blood unjuſtly. And in the Prayer are theſe 
Expreflions : But thou, O God of infinite Mercies, forgive me 
that Aft of ſinful Compliance, which hath greater Aggrava- 
tions upon me than any Man- Deliver me frem Blood- 
guiltyneſs, O God.—— Againſt thee bave I ſinned——for thou 
ſaweſt the Contradition between my Heart and my Hand =— 
while I was perſwaded by ſhedding one Man's Blood to prevent 
After-trouble, thou haſt for that, among other ſins, brought 
npon me , and upon my Kingdoms, great, long, and heavy 
Froubles. And now I would ask any Man living, whether he 
thinks theſe are the Exprefſions of Dr. Gauden? whether Do. 
Ctor Garden did,- or potfibly could know the inward State of the 
King's Conſcience? orif he did, whether he would in this man- 
ner, publickly, and in Print, have charged the King in down- 
right Terms with acting againſt his Conſcience, and in the Caſe 
of Blood ? or finally, whether any Man, befides the King him- 
ſelf, would, or indeed could have aggravated his Guilt in ſuch 
a manner, That he was better aſſured of my Lord of Straf- 
ford's Guileleſmneſs than any Man living could be. That bis 
ſinful Compliance had greater Apgravatsons upon him than 
any Man. That the Calamities upon , bi1yz and upon his King- 
doms were upon the ſcore of that among other ſins? T 
are evidently the bearings of a ſincere, and generous Repen- 
tance, and plainly ſhew that the King was not aſhamed to 'give 
Glory to God, by a frank and open Confeflion of his Faults, 
with all their aggravating Circumſtances. But my Buſineſs is 
not to vindicate the King's Virtue and Piety, which does not 
need 1t, but to ſhew that he was the Author of this Book. 
And which theſe Exprefſions do very convincingly, and beyond 
contradiction, and that no other Man could be the Author. 
And if after this any Man can believe, that theſe are Fictions and 
Chimera's made to the King's Hand, and not proceeding from 
the Heart of a pcnitent Prince himſelf , under the deep and 
| | painful 
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painful ſenſe” of Guilt, it is high time to leave diſputing and 
offering any more Reaſons to them whom no Reaſon will con- 
vince, nor Truth ſatisfie. | | : 
* And thus I have done, with what T have at preſent to ſay, 
In this Controverſic, and hope it may tend to the ſatisaction of 
- unbyaſs'd and unprejudiced Men. I confeſs. a great dealmore 
might be ſaid, eſpecially in the latter part, and with reſpect to 
the. intrinſick proof... The Book it ſelf affords many Argu - 
ments, and of equal force with theſe, which convincingly evi - 
dence that the King, and the King only was the Author of it ; 
but I thought it ſufficient to point out theſe few, which may 
ſerve for a Handle to any judicions Reader to obſerve. many 0- 
thers of the ſame Weight and Importance. | | 

I know but of one: Objection more, and that reſpe&s a 
Prayer-added to fome Editions of the King's Book, as uſed by 
the King, and (aid to be taken out of a Romance, &c. Now, 
altho I know no manner of harm in this, and the Objection is 
plainly peeviſh and querulous ; for why may not a Man uſe 
good Expreflions in his Prayers , let them be borrowed from 
whom they will, as well as a good Sentence outof a Heathen 
Writer,and which was never any Blemiſh, tho on the moſt pious 
' Occafions,yet there is great reaſon to-believe,that the King did ne- 
ver make uſe of it, for that it is not found in the F:rf#, nor in 
ſeveral other the moſt early Editions of this Book. And for the 
Readers ſatisfaction in this Point, I have here ſubjoin'd a Cata- 
Jlogue of the ſeveral Editions of it, both without and with the 
Prayers, Collected with great Care and Induſtry, by Mr. Keeble 
at the Turks-Head in Fleer-ſtreet ; and for preventing any Mis 
ſtake, he hath with great Exactneſs given the Size of each Vo- 
Jume, the Time of Printing, the Number of the Pages that the 
Contents conſiſt of, and the Number. of the Pages of the Book 
It ſelf, when there were any ſuch. And in which it is obſervable, 
that there are no leſs than Twenty fix Editions without the 
Prayers, and Sixteen of them Printed 1648, 
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An Account of the ſeveral | Impreſſions , or E= 
ditions of King CHARELE'S 'the Martyrs 
moſt Excellent Book, Intituled E'nwy Baoduxi, 
that. were Printed without the Prayers at the 
End. | | 


HE Firſt Impreflion in Ofavo, Printed 3648, laſt Page 
269, Contents Two Leaves. | 
The 2d. Imp. in 82. Prin. 1648. laſt pag. 268, Cont. 3 Leaves. 
The 3d. Imp..in 8. Prin. 1648. laſt p. 268.:Cont. 2 Leaves, 
The 4th Imp.82, Prin.in R. M. 1648 hft p. 268. Cont.'2 Leaves: 
The 5th. Imp. in 8%: Prin. 1648. laſt p, 270. Cont. 2 Leaves, _ © 
The 6th. 1mp. in 89. Prin. 1648. with only the Lady Elizabeth's 
Relation. POL | 
The 7th. Imp. in 8. Print. 1648. the laſt p. 242. 
The 8th. Imp. 89: Print. 1648, laſt p. 302. Cont. 2 Leaves... 
Tho 9th.Imp. in Twelves, Print. 1648, laſt. p; 187, Cont. the laſt” 
age. | | 
The 1oth. Imp. in 125. Print. 1648. laſt p. 164. Cont. 1 Leaf. 
The 11th. Imp. in 127. Print. 1648. laſt.}p.187. Cont, 1 Leaf. * 
The 12th. Imp. in 12*. Print. 1648. laſt p. 225. Cont. 1 Leaf. - : 
The 13th. Imp. in 12. Print. 1648. laſt p; 269;:Cont. 3 Leaves. 
The 14th. Imp. in 12d. Print. 1648. laſt p. 269. Cont. 1 Leaf.” 
The 15th. Imp. in 249. Printed 1648, laſt p, 342: Cont. 2 Leaves. 
The 16th. Imp. in 24*. Print. 1648. no Figures, Cont. 2 Leaves- 
The 159th. Imp. 1n.3** Print. 1649. laſt p,. 204. Cont. 1 Leafs :- 
The 18th. Imp. in 12>, Print. 1649. laſt p. 264. with Epitaphe. 
The 19th. Imp. in 12.2, Print. 1649. laſt p. 195. Cont. 1 Leaf. 
The 2oth, Imp. in 12*, Print, in 1649. ( in La'in) laſt p. 272, 
with Apothegms. - | 
Tho 21ſt. Imp. in 129. Prict. 1649, ( Latin ) laſt p. 272. not the 
me. | 
/ The 229, Imp. in 122. with the Works Print. 1649. laft p. 182 - 
"On 23d. Imp. in 12*. Print. 1649. ( Latin ) laſt p. 272, not the 
ame. 
The 24th. Imp. in 12*, Printed ( Latin ) 1649. laſt p. 258. 
The 25th. Imp. in 24*. Printed at the Hague by Sam. Brown, 
1649. laſt p. 315. Cont, 4 © |} © 
The 26th, Imp. in 8*. Print, 1631, laſt page 256. Cont, 1 Leaf. 
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The ſane *Book with the Prayers added at the : 
© Tatter End of the Book. ES 


T” HE Firſt Impreſfion'in OQavo, Printed 16 48. laſt Page 
. 270. added the Prayers 1649. i: 
The 2d. Imp. in 24% Print. 1648. laſt p. 354. 
The 3d. Imp. in 89. Print. 1649. laſt p. 258. _ | 
The 4th. Imp. in '8*. Prin. 1645: laſt p. 236. with Apothegms: 
_ The 5th. Imp. in 8*. Printed 1649. laſt p. 247. Prayers added; 
The 6th. Imp. in 8*. Print.1649- laft p. 269. Cont, 3 Leaves 
Fhe 7th. Impreflion in 12*. Print. 1649. with Apothegme. 
Fhe 8th. Imp. in 122. Print, 1649. in Dutch. + | 
The 9th. Imp. in 12*.Printed 1649. in French. 
The 1oth. Imp. in 12*..Print. 1649: a different Edition. 
The 11th. Imp. in 1 2*; Print. 1649. laſt p. 230. Cont. 1 Leaf. 
The 1 2th. Imp. in 12* Print. 1649. laſt p. 260. Cont. 1 Leaf. 
The 13th. Imp. in 245. Print. 1649. laſt p. 266. 
The 24th. Imp.. in 240 Print. 1649: laſtp. 175 
The 15th. Imp. in 24*. Printed in 1649, laſt p. 354+ - 
The 16th, Imp-in $*. with the Works, Print. 1657. 
The 17th. Impreſſion in 24%. with the Works, Print. 1651. | 
18 The King's Works in g*. Printed at: the Hague, without 
- Date, the laſt p. 119. - | 
19 The King's Worksin 2. Volumes in 8*. Printed 1659 
20 The King's Whole Works in Fo/z0..Printcd 1662, : 
21 The King's Whole Works-in Folso, Printed 1686. | 
22 The E'gwy Baonnuxd in 8*, Printed 1685, laft p. 272. per 
0s 


